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was wanted on the route, but as the contract calls 
for daily service, the Department had no alterna- 
tive but to make the proportional deduction from 
the pay. In May, 1857, George Manville trans- | 
ferred his contract to Henry Orndorf, to take ef- | 
fect from April 1, 1857. The Department con- 
tinued to deduct $53 30 per quarter from the pay 





for the failure’of the Sunday trip, the “ae eee. i] 


as per contract being $1,495 a year. Mr. Orn- 
dorf remonstrated with the Department. He as- 
serted that it was not the intention, when the bid 
was made, to run more than six times a week, 
and that the postmasters on the route would nei- 
ther receive nor deliver the mail on Sunday. - Mr. | 
Orndorf, failing to convince the Post Office De- 
partment, applies to Congress. It appears from 
the papers before the committee that the adver- 
tisement issued by the Department was for mail 
service upon route No. 9157, three times a week 
and six times a week, and that the bidder used 
the term anny, as per the advertisement of the De- 
partment. This shows, to the satisfaction of | 
our committee, that the bidder supposed he was | 
bidding for daily service during the business por- 
tion of the week. ‘I'o corroborate this view of | 


the case, there are among the papers the affidavits | 


of those conversant with the facts, that such was 
the understanding of the bidder when his bid was 
made out. It also appears from the papers in | 
the case that it had not been customary to have | 
Sunday service on the route, and that neither 
the interests of the Department nor the public re- 
quired it. 
The resolution was laid aside to be reported to | 


the House, with a recommendation that itdo pass, || 


JOHN DEARMIT. 


Dearmit. 


The bill authorizes and directs the Postmaster | 


General to pay to John Dearmit $295, in addi- 


tion to the amount already paid him by the Gov- || 


ernment under his contract for carrying the mail 


upon the route No. 1601 from July 1, 1844, for | 


four years. 

The report states that the committee are satis- | 
fied the petitioner made the mistake in his peti- | 
tion alleged; that upon discovering his mistake, 
and before he was notified by the Department of 
the acceptance of his bid, he gave the Department 
notice of his mistake, and requested to be dis- | 
charged from the performance of his bid; that 
this the Department declined for want of power 
to do so; and under advice he entered into and 
performed his contract for the time required, four 
years. His bid was for the rate of $93 per year, 
next lowest bid at the rate of $166 75. They 
recommend allowing petitioner a difference be-— 
tween his bid and next lowest bid, being at the | 
rate of $73 75 per year, and amounting for the 
four years he carried the mail to $295. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
Houst, with a recommendation that it do pass. | 


STUCKEY AND ROGERS. 


A bill (H. R. No 493) for the relief of Stuckey | 
and Rogers. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Postmaster | 
General to pay to Stuckey & Rogers, mail con- | 
tractors on the route No. 6078, from Winsboro’ | 
to Pinckneyville, in South Carolina, at the rate 
of $333 per annum, for the transportation of the | 
mails on said route; deducting therefrom what- | 


ever payments may have been made, at the rate | 


of $138 per annum, by the Post Office Depart- 
ment. 

It appears from the petition of Stuckey & 
Rogers, and from the letter of the Postmaster 
General, dated the 15th March, 1856, that these 
parties intended to bid, and did bid, for carrying 
the mail weekly on route No 6082, which runs 
from Chester Court-house to Pinckneyville, South 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


" THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. Cc. 





|| House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 
A bill (H. R. No. 492) for the relief of John | 
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MAJOR JOHN RIPLEY. 


A bill (H. R. No, 498) forthe relief ofthe heirs © 
[Objected to by Mr. 





Department, it ‘seems, presumed that Messrs. 
| Stuckey & Rogers meant to bid for route No. || 
| 6078, because the bid specified from Winsboro’, || o¢ Major John Ripley. 
| although route No. 6082 was as distinctly speci-| Jo..<° of Tennessee } 
‘fied. It appears that these parties have carried | ~~’ ’ 
the mail on route No. 6078, from Winsboro’ to || BENJAMIN WILSON. 
Pinckneyville, seventy-two miles, for $138; and || A bill (H. R. No. 499) for the relief of the heirs 
it also appears that the actual lowest bid for said | of Benjamin Wilson. [Objected to by Mr. Jones, 
| route was at the rate of $333 per annum; and, || of Tennessee. ] 

| although the contractors might be justly entitled | DR. BENJAMIN CHAPIN 

at the rate of $138 for twenty-two miles, which || 4 bin cy oR oN Ms : 

| would give them $45] 64; yet, considering that || | 7, a ns + nin Ch 500) for the relief of the heirs 
they had inadvertently inserted Winsboro’ in- || J - af Tenne hapin, [Objected to by Mr. 
stead of Chester Court-house, although the num- || “°N®S» ° ennessee. | 
der of the route and the number of miles was cor- CAPTAIN DAVID NOBLE. 


_ rect, and considering that the lowest bid which || 4 bill (H. R. No. 501) for the relief of the legal 





| the Department received was at the rate of $333 || representatives of Captain David Noble, deceased. 


[Objected to by Mr. Jones, of Tennessee. | 


S. W. AND A. A. TURNER. 
A bill (H. R. No. 502) for the relief of Samuel 


| per annum, the committee is of ee that the | 
| petitioners should be compensated at the rate of | 
| $333 per annum, instead of $138 per annum, as || 
proposed by the Department. 

|| W. and Alvin A, Turner. 


WILLIAM DOTY ARD GEHBRS. The bill directs the Seeretary of the Treasury 
| A bill (H.R. No. 494) for the relief of William | to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
Doty and others. | otherwise appropriated, the sum of $23,825, to 
The bill appropriates $600 to defray the ex- |, Samuel W. Turner, and Alvin A. Turner, in full 
| penses and indemnify William Doty and others, || for their services in transporting the United States 
| citizens of Missouri, incurred in arresting and | mail on their steamers from Cleveland, Ohio, and 
| bringing to trial Joseph Clark and Baker, || Detroit, Michigan, to Mackinaw, Sault Ste. 
charged with robbing the United States mail; and || Marie, Marquette, Copper Harbor, Eagle Har- 
directs that the sum be paid out, on the order of || bor, Eagle river, and Ontonagon, Michigan, and 
the Postmaster General, to such persons as, in |, La Pointe, Bayfield, and Superior City, in Wis- 
his judgment, upon hearing all the proofs in the || consin. 
case, shall be entitled to the same, and in such | It appears from the report that this claim is for 
proportion as he shall direct. |, compensation for transportation of the United 
he bill was laid aside; to be reported to the || States mails, in steamboats, between Cleveland, 
Ohio, and Detroit, Michigan, and the several post 


| offices on Lake Huron and Lake Superior, during 
| KIMBALL AND MOORE, MOORE AND WALKER. || the years from 1851 to 1857, both inclusive, from 


| 


Joint resolution (H. R. No. 25) authorizing || Detroit to Sault Ste. Marie, five hundred .miles 
| the Postmaster General to revise and adjust the || and back, summer of 185], twenty-seven trips; 
| accounts of Kimball & Moore and Moore & || from Detroit te Sault Ste. Marie, five hundred 
| Walker. | milesand back, summer of 1852, twenty-five trips; 
The joint resolution directs the PostmasterGen- || from Detroit to Sault Ste. Marie, five hundred 
| eral to revise and adjust the fines and deductions || miles and back, summer of 1853, twenty-nine 
| imposed upon Kimball & Moore and Moore & || trips; from Detroit to Sault Ste. Marie, five hun- 
| Walker, late contractors on thirteen mail routes, || dred miles and back, summer of 1854, twenty-six 
| designated by the following numbers, to wit: || trips; from Cleveland to Sault Ste. Marie, 1854, 
| Routes Nos. 8800, 8801, 8813, 8814, 8815, 8827, || nine trips; from Cleveland to La Pointe, eleven 
| 8871, 8872, 8907, 8909, 8910, and to settle the |) hundred miles, 1855, thirty-four trips; from Cleve- 

same upon principles of justice and equity; pro- || land to La Pointe, eleven hundred miles, 1856, 

vided that the fines and deductions shall not be | fifteen tripsp—making one hundred and sixty-five 
| reduced below the pro rata pay of the contract. || trips, for which $125 per round trip is charged, 

From the evidence submitted, it appears that | amounting to $20,265; and from Cleveland to Su- 
the contractors were subjected to various fines for || perior City, about twelve hundred miles and back, 
failures in the performance of their duty, That || during the summer of 1857, sixteen trips, at $200 
these failures were occasioned by causes entirely || per trip, $3,200—making a total of $23,825. It 
beyond the control ef the contractors, such as deep || appears frora a statement furnished by the Post 
snows, the washing away of bridges by freshets, || Office Department that prior to 1852 there was no 
high water at creek crossings, and difficulties at | contract in existence for the service on Lake Su- 
various ferries, but more particularly in conse- || perior; but in June of that year the postmaster of 
quence of frequent failures on the part of railroad || Sault Ste. Marie was authorized to engage steam- 
companies, from whom these contractors received || boat service between his office and Ontonagon, 
their mails, to deliver them in proper time. | including the supply of intermediate offices, at 

The joint resolution was laid aside to be re- || fifteen dollars per trip. Under this arrangement 


ported to the House, with areeommendation that | the claimants appear to have received $1,410, and 
} 




















it do pass. for this special service no further charge is made, 
J. W. HILTON. and that item is not included in this claim. [a 

; ; || May, 1856, the claimants were offered fifty dol- 

A bill (H. R. No. 495)for the relief of J. W. || tars per trip to carry the mail between Cleveland 
Hilton. [Objected to by Mr. Davis, of Missis- || and Grtong on three times a week. ‘They claim 
sippi.] to have performed fifteen trips during that season, 
but have received no pay. “They claim $125 per 
trip, which the Department declines to admit. It 
does not appear from the statement of the De- 
partment that any portion of the service for which 
compensation is now claimed has been paid for, 
and the committee are entirely satisfied that such 


HEIRS OF HENRY KING. 


A bill (H. R. No. 496) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Henry King, deceased. 
he bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to the legal representatives of Henry King 
me ar, %) par 36, it being ' nn norte in rt tos 
e thi aryland regimeat, and in the commis- || payment has never been i 
sary department, during the revolutionary war. he CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no ob- 
e bi 


House, with a recommendation that it do pass, || t¢ the House, with a recommendation that it do 
8. 





Carolina, at the rate of $138 per annum, the dis- 
tance being twenty-two miles. In filling up the 
bid they incautiously inserted from Winsboro’ to 
Pinckneyville. This mail route is known as No. 


and is seventy-two miles in length. The || [Objected to by Mr. Gannerr.] 
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PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, PRINCETON. 


A bill (H. R. No. 497) for the relief of the 
Presbyterian Church, at Princeton, New Jersey. 


PME. WALBRIDGE. I havean amendment to 
offer to that bill. 
Several Mempens. The gentleman is too late. 


1 was laid aside to be reported to the athe! The bill will belaid aside, to be reported 
| 
| The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis of the opinion 
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that the gentleman was too late. 


ee. 


The bill has | 


passed from the jurisdiction of the committee. 


Mr WALBRIDGE. I got up as soon as 1 | 


possibly could after the Clerk had finished the | 


reading of the report of the committee, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not recog: | 
nize the gentleman. 
Mr. WALBRIDGE. I object to the bill, then. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s objection | 
comes too late. 
JOB STAFFORD. 


A bill (H. R. Ne. 503) for the relief of Job | 
Stafford, of the State of New York. 
The bill directs the Commissioner of Pensions | 
to issue to Job Stafford, of New York, a bounty | 
land warrant for one hundred and sixty acres of 
wand, the same to be held, located, or assigned, 


plication under existing laws. 

It appears from the report that from 1823 to 
1833, Job Stafford received six dollars per month, 
and from 1833 to this time he has been receiving 
eight dollars per month, as a pension on account 
of the fracture of one of his legs by a ball from 
the English gun-boats in Galliard creek, near the 
mouth of Bosquet river, on the 13th of May, 1814. 
He applied for bounty land under the act of 1855; 
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| me to auject to that bill. 


| objection in time. 


the third section of which declares *‘ that in no || 


case shall any such certificate or warrant be is- 
sued for any service less than fourteen days, ex- 
cept. when the person shall actually have been 
engaged in battle.” It further appears that Staf- 





dians, inhabiting the our now belonging to 
Ohio. That in August, 1781, he marched with 
his men to Wheeling, Ohio, expecting to join the 
forces under General Clark; but when he and his 
men arrived at Wheeling, they found General 
Clark had left that place a few lone before they 
arrived, but had left boats for Colonel Loughrey 
und his men to followthem. That they took the 
boats thus left for them, but somewhere near the 
mouth of the Big Miami river Colonel Loughre 
and his men landed to cook and eat some food, 
and were attacked by a large body of Indians, and | 
Loughrey and a number of his men were killed, | 
and the remainder taken prisoners by the Indians, 
and never joined the forces under General Clark, 
as was intended. 


The CHAIRMAN. There is no objection, and 


, : || the bill will be laid aside, to be reported to the | 
us if it had issued in the ordinary way, on ap- | Fiouse with the recommendation that it do pass. | 


The Clerk will read the next bill. 

Mr. COBB. I presume it is now too late for | 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis. 

Mr. COBB. lam nota very young man, and | 
I cannot jump up with rapidity enough to get an | 
This bill has been before the 
committee of which I am a member, four times, | 
and has been rejected every time. | 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair heard no ob- | 
jection made to this bill before it was laid aside 


| to be reported to the House. 


ford volunteered on the 12th of May, went into || 
this fight on the next day, and was wounded, and || 
for six months thereafter confined to his house in || 


consequence of the wound, not entering the ser- 
vice again. The Pension Office rejected his ap- 
plication for bounty land; first, because he did 
not serve fourteen ee and, secondly, because, 
in the opinion of the Commissioner, the affair at 
the Bosquet, on Lake Champlain, was a mere 
skirmish, which could not be dignified with the 
rame of * battle,’’ so as to bring the applicant 
within the terms of the law. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZABETH M’BRIER. 
' A bill (H. R. No. 504) for the relief of Eliza- 


| came the purchaser of certain Indian reservations 


| wards the President of the United States (General | 
| Jackson) directed the patents to be withheld unul 
| Hand should pay an additional sum of nesenny 


beth McBrier, surviving child and heir of Colonel || 


Archibald Loughry, deceased. 


The bil! directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue land scrip in eighty-acre certificates, receiv- 
able in payment for publiclands at any of the land 
offices in the United States, in favor of Elizabeth 
McBrier, only surviving child and heir of Colonel 
Archibald Loughrey, deceased, or to her order, for 
an amount equal to six thousand six hundred and 
sixty-six acres and two thirds of an acre of land 
which may be located on land subject to private 
entry, at $1 25 per acre, or less. 

It appears from the report that the Common- 
wealth of Virginia, on the 2d of January, 1781, 


yielded to the Congress of the United States, for || 


the benefit of the States, all right, title, and claim | 
which the Commonwealth had to the territory | 


north west of the river Ohio, subject to the condi- | 


tions annexed to the act of cession; which act of | 
cession, with the conditions annexed, the Con- | 
gress of the United States accepted, among which | 
conditions was the following: ‘‘ That a quantity, | 
not exceeding one hundred and fifty thousand | 
acres, of land, promised by the State of Virginia, | 
should be allowed and granted to the then Colonel 
(now General) George Rogers Clark, and to the 
officers and soldiers of his regiment who marched 
with him when the posts of Kaskaskias and St. 
Vincent were reduced, and to the officers and sol- 
diers that have since been incorporated into the 
said reverts to be laid off in one tract, the le 
of which not to exceed double the breadth, in such 
ace on the northwest side of the Ohio as a ma- 
jority of the officers shall choose, and to be after- 
wards divided among the said officers and soldiers 
in due proportion, according to the laws of Vir- 
ginia, 

It further appears that Colonel Archibald 
Loughrey, father of the above-named claimants, 
some time during the summer of 1781, raised sev- 
eral companies of volunteers, of which he was 
chosen commander, for the purpose of joining the 
forces of General ——- rs Clark in the 
expedition against the Mohawk ard Seneca In- 


| for the money, and subsequently died insolvent. 
| The Department refused to acknowledge the va- 


| to pay seventy-five cents per acre for the land, | 
| which he did, protesting that it was unjust. The | 
| official correspondence exhibits the facts that Kin- 


_ cannon was the agent of the Government; that he || jno burned. The only question which remained 
g : 





JOHN B. HAND. 


An act (S. No. 136) for the relief of John B. | 
Hand. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay to the heirs of John B. Hand, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropria- 
ted, the sum of $1,340. 

It appears, from the report, that Mr. Hand be- 


under the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, and 
paid to the Indians, according to contract, fifty | 
cents per acre for the land so purchased. After- 





five cents per acre. This Hand agreed todo. In 
December, 1838, A. A. Kincannon, Esq., was ap- 
pointed an agent by the President to investigate, 
adjust, and settle the matter in dispute, growing | 
out of the purchase of these reservations. ‘To this | 


agent Hand paid the additional seventy-five cents || 


peracre; and Kincannon reported the payment to | 
the Department. He failed, however, to account 


lidity of the payment, and required Hand again | 
received the money. a part on the 6th of February, | 


1840, and the balance on the 22d of February, | 
1841; and that no objection was made to its recep- 


i| 
tion until Mareh, 1843. Then, for the first time, 


the Secretary of War notified the agent that the | 
currency in which the payment was made had | 
depreciated, and that the Government would not 
receive it. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


M. M. MARMADUKE. 


A bill (Hl. R. No. 505) for the relief of M. M. 
Marmaduke and others. 

Mr. KELSEY. I have an amendment to offer 
to that bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to it. 


BREVET MAJOR JAMES L. DONALDSON. 


An act (S. No. 145) for the relief of Brevet 
Major James L. Donaldson, assistant quarter- 
master, United States Army. 

The bill directs the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department, in aniiog the ac- 
counts of Brevet Major James L. Donaldson, to 
allow him a credit for , being the amount of 
public funds stolen while in his ion as 

i of the Army, near 
Meeneneye in Mexico, on the 10th of October, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 





acting assistant 


~ 


_ May 28, 

‘ HORATIO BOULTBEE. 

A bill (H. R. No. 506) for the relief of Heratio 
Boultbee. 

The bill appropriates, out of any money in the 

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $515 to the 

administrator of Horatio Boultbee, deceased, be. 








ing payment in full for a stack of wheat belong. 
ing to Boulthee, which was burned by the moons 
of the United States on the 21st of February, 1847 
at Agua Nueva, in Mexico. P 
It appears, from the statement of Brigadier 
General Worth, made at New York, in August, 
1848, that, while he was in command of the ad- 
vance of Major General Taylor’s army, the peti- 
tioner was employed by the quartermaster’s de. 
partment to collect supplies of flour, corn, and 
forage, fortheuse of Taylor’sarmy. The Genera] 
siates that, in compliance with this engagement, 
the petitioner made a deposit of unthrashed wheat 
at Agua Nueva, over which a guard was placed 
to insure its safety, by General Butler, at the in- 

| stance of General Worth. An order from Major 
General Butler, dated 2d January, 1847, is pro. 
duced, which grants a safeguard to ‘ the wheat 
belonging to Mr. Boultbee, at Agua Nueva,”’ as 
having been ‘‘contracted for by the United States,’ 
It appears that, in December, 1846, Lieutenant 
| Colonel Thomas, deputy quartermaster general, 
| saw several stacks of wheat at Agua Nueva. He 
left early inJanuary, 1847, with Worth’s division; 
and he refers to Captain Davis as one who was 
| there in February, 1847, acting as quartermaster 
in Wool’s division, and who probably knew most 
about it. Captain Davis testifies that one stack 








|| of wheat was burned at Agua Nueva on the night 


of the 2ist February, 1847, by the troops of the 
United States, and that it contained, probably, 


|| from one to two ‘hundred bushels of grain—not 


more. He testifies that he had an “ accurate 
knowledge’’ about this wheat, as his duties called 
him to the hacienda of Agua Nueva every day. 
He heard Boultbee setting up some contract as 
having been made by him with General Worth’s 
command; but that contract ‘* was not recognized 
by the quartermaster in General Wool’s com- 
mand.’’ The committee are inclined to accept the 
proof as persuasive sufficiently to the conclusion 
that Boultbee had one stack of wheat, unthrashed, 
at Agua Nueva, on the night of the 2Ist, and that 


| it was destroyed by the troops under General 


Taylor’s command. Colonel Humphrey Mar- 
shall, who was in command at Agua Nueva, on 
the night of the 2lst February, 1847, and who saw 
the conflagration at Agua Nueva, furnishes his 
statement, which establishes the fact.that a stack 
of wheat straw, (supposed to contain grain) was 
burned, but does not know who was the owner 
of it. 

The committee think that it may be accepted 
as true, on the whole evidence, that the petitioner 
had acquired a title to the wheat. prior to its be- 





was to ascertain its probable quantity and value. 
The petitioner files his own statement, and a de- 
position from one Mexican who says he sold the 
wheat to. Mr. Boultbee at $— per cargo. How 
much a “ cargo’’ is, the committee has no evi- 
dence. It is technically ‘‘aload;’’ but how large 
or smail, the term itself does not denote. Captain 
Davis is positive that the quantity of wheat at 
Agua Nueva did not exceed two hundred bush- 
els in the grain. He does not place a value upoa 
it. ‘The quantity estimated by Colonel Marshall, 
from the volume of the stack, would show that 
the estimate of the petitioner is exorbitant and 
particularly extravagant, Under all the proof in 
the case, the committee reports in favor of allow- 
ing the petitioner for the wheat, the sum of $515, 
which is at_seventy cents per bushel for seven 
hundred and fifty bushels. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. I move to 
amend the bill by striking out ‘ $515,”’ and in- 
serting in lieu thereof ‘ 50.’’ I move the 
ame upon the direction of the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 

No objection being made, the bill was laid 
aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass, with an amendment. 


WILLIAM B. DODD AND OTHERS. 


A bill (H. R. No. 507) for the relief of Wil- 
liam B. Dodd and others. 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
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: to pay, out of the appropriation to complete the **] have included in the estimates the cost of | The bill directs the Secre Relist iis 
tio road from Mendota to the Big Sioux river, con- || cutting out this road, and take pleasure in recom- place the name of Elijah Close. ot etme 
‘ tained in the act approved March 3, 1855, enti- || mending that Captain Dodd and his party be paid || county, Tennessee, on the list of invalid pension- 
- tled ‘An act making appropriations for the sup- || for their labor out of the appropriation for making || ers, at the rate of eight dollars per month, te com- 
oe oa of the Army for the year ending the 30th of || the Mendota military road. In his estimate, |} mence on the 3d of December, 1855, and to con- 
anf une, 1856, and for other purposes,”’ inte the || which was before Congress at the time it made || tinue during his natucal life. 
1B - hands of — : » who is thereby appointed || the appropriation, which is found in the same || The report states that the petitioner, Elijah 
. a commissioner to dispose of the same, the sum || document, he has a distinct item: ‘ Add, for cost || Close, enlisted in the service of the United States 
i, of $3,270, the same having been estimated for in || of Dodd’s road, &c., &c., $3,270.’ "’ ‘The evi- || at Germantown, North Carolina, on the 10th of 
: said appropriation, and being for completing a || dence before the committee ‘satisfactorily proves || August, 1812, for the term of five year; was 
ler art of said road, to be paid out by him as fol- that the actual expense incurred by Captain Dodd || marched to the Canada frontier, where, during the 
St, ows, to wit: The said commissioner shall give | in making that road exceeded that sam. It is || war with Great Britain, he articipated ia tane 
ul notice to all persons having claims against Wil- || proven that Dodd never received a cent but $300 || engagements with the eamoudie 1 which was 
i liam B. Dodd, for labor or materials furnished in | - private subscription, the adoption of the same | at Plattsburg. After active service on the Canada 
es the construction of said road, by publication ina || by the Government having obviated the necessity | frontier was over, he was transferred to the bar- 
nd newspaper of general circulation in the neighbor- | oh adualgtions. The committee think that the || racks at. Carlisle, Pennsyivania where, durin 
ral hood where said road is situated, for ninety days, || intention of Congress, in making the appropria- || the month of August 1315, whilst in the cuties 
nt, and by posting written or printed notices in three || tion including this item, was, that the memorial- || of the United States, he sustained severe injuries 
ar public places in each county through which said |} ist should be paid for the road constructed by | to his left side by a fall from the barracks, which 
. road passes, to present and prove their claims || him. The committee accordingly report a bill to || from some cause, appears to have given way. The 
~ within ninety days aforesaid ; and all such claims, | carry out the intent of the previous act, the ac- \| fall bruised. and injured his entire left si ey and 
ee so presented an ene the time limited, || counting officer having refused to pay the said || was so severe that he lay insensible for many 
= shall be paid to the parties respectively, and the || Dodd the cost of said road. The bill, it will be || weeks, and the injuries became permanent. He 
wt residue, after the Liquidation of such claims, and || found, appoints a commissioner to disburse the || was subsequently honorably discharged. 
” the payment of the expenses of the commission, || saidamount. This is done in order to secure to || No objection being made, the bill was laid aside 
. shall be paid to the said William B. Dodd. || the workmen employed on the same the amount | to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
iL Mr. REAGAN. Is that a private bill? || due them for their labor. || tion that it do pass. 
1. The CHAIRMAN. It is on the Calendaras || The amendment was agreed to. | 
* such, and it is for the relief of an individual. || The bill was then objected to by Mr. Monean. eee ee 
0; Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. I move to fill the | A bill (A. R. No. on granting an invalid pen- 
as blank in the bill by inserting the name of Henry | : Se ae eres || sion to William Howell, of Tennessee. 
er A. Swift, of St. Peter’s, Minnesota. } A bill (H.. R. No. 508) for the relief of Eleazer The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior 
rst Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Why isthat? | Williams, sole heir of Mary Ann Williams, and || to place the name of William Howell, of Tennes- 
ek The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know. | Thomas Williams, deceased. [Objected to by || see, on the invalid pension roll, and that he be 
as Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then we had bet- || Mt- Jones, of Tennessee. ] || paid a pension at the rate of eight dollars per 
2 ter examine this bill, if it is not known. | WILLIAM B. DRAPER. || month, commencing on the 23d of February, 1858, 
y, Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. I ask the con- |) A bil! (H. R. No. 509) for the relief of the le- || and continuing during his life. 
ot sent of the House to make an explanation. The | gal representatives of William B. Draper (Ob- || ‘The oe shows that, from the evidence filed, 
ite report will explain the character of the bill. || jected to by Mr. Jonzs, of Fennedine } , |, William Howell enlisted on 15th July, 1812, for 
ed he CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest ||" if vom " ; || eighteen months, under Captain Martin Hawkins, 
y. that the report be read, and then the gentleman | GEORGE H. HOWELL. | in the twenty-seventh regiment of infantry; was 
as can make his verbal explanation. || _A bill (H. R. No. 510) for the relief of George || transferred shortly after to the company of Cap- 
1g Mr. KELSEY. | | object. | H. Howell. || tain Thornton S. Posey, in the same regiment. 
ed The bill was passed over. The bill directs the proper accounting officers | Whilst on his way from Fort Knox to Fort Har- 
n- At a subsequent time, \| to pay, out of any money in the Treasur not I] rison, with a load of provisions for the army, he 
he Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota, said: The gen- otherwise appropriated, to Dr. George H. Rees || was shot in the left breast bya ball fired from a 
on tleman from New York, I understand, withdraws | ell, anassistantsurgeon inthe Navy, the increased || gun in the hands of an Indian; from the effects of 
d, his objection to the explanation. l| pay attaching to his increased rank as assistant || that wound he has never recovered, but is now 
at Mr. KELSEY, I withdraw my objection if || surgeon, from the commencement of his increased | way disabled from obtaining a living by man- 
ral the gentleman from Tennessee withdraws his ob- | rank to the time of the actual issue of his com- || val labor. 
™ jection to the bill. || mission from the Navy Department. || No objection being made, the bill was laid aside 
on Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ will withdraw it || The report shows that the petitioner, at the | to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
LW to hear what reason the gentleman ean give why \| time of the examination of other assistant sur- | tion that it do pass. 
us he should substitute a name to fill the blank in | geons of his date, was absent on a cruise off the | CONRAD SCHROEDER 
ck the bill. coast of Africa, from which he could not return | i uae i 
* Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. I will merely say, | until seven months after said examination, Upon || .. A bill (H. R. No. 514) granting an invalid pen- 
er 1 move to fill the blank with the name of Henry || his return he was examined and promoted, but || sion to Conrad Schroeder. . 
A. Swift, that is all. I now ask that the report || allowed pay only from the date of the actual is- || The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
ed be read for the information of the House. || suing of his commission from the Department, | place the name of Conrad Schrasder, who was 8 
er The report which was read shows that the me- || and not from the date of his increased rank, || Captaifi in. the Louisville legion during the war 
e- morialist was engaged in the construction of a pri- | making a balance as against him of $298 61. | eee Bee brvalid peneitn rou, Ans Dep 
ed vate road from Rockbend, a short distance above || No objection being made, the bill was laid || on ene — wate OF 958. Se ee eee 
Ee Traverse des Sioux, to St. Paul. While thus en- || aside to be reported to the House, with a recom- commencing on the 22d January, 1898, and con- 
a gaged, Captain J. L. Reno, brevet em of the } mendation that it do pass. ~ deakeenataanie report, that Conrad Sch 
ordnance department, in ili . ras nei 
Ww road provided for b a. orGaleres mere NEHEMIAH 8. DRAPER AND OTHERS. der was a captain in the Louisville legion, com- 
vi- the Big Sioux and Mendota military road, came || _A bill (H. R. No. 511) for the relief of Nehe- || manded by Colonel Ormsby, during the war with 
ge upon ae road being constructed by the memo- || Miah S. Draper and William Holden,’ heirs-at- || Mexico; that at the time he left his home in Louis- 
a rialint, and adopted it as part of the-eaid mili- law of Mary Draper, deceased. ville, Kentucky, for the seat of war, he was a 
at tary road provided for by act of Congress: The The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury || Stout, hearty man, weighing two hundred and 
- petitioner was to have been paid for said private || ‘© pay to Nehemiah 8. Draper and William Hol- || sixty pounds; that in consequence of heat, water, 
oa road by subscription, previous to its adoption by || 4¢"> of Providence, Rhode Island, heirs-at-law || and marching through marshes, he became se- 
li, the Government; but $300, however, were sub- || 2d legal representatives of Mary Draper, de- verely afilicted in his feet, to such an extent that 
at scribed for the same up to the time Captain Reno ceased, out of any money in the Treasury not his big toe on the left foot became a running ulcer- 
nd adopted itas a part of the Government road. “After || Otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,416 06, for || ous Sond, and finally it became necessary to am- 
in cou adoption, Captain Reno having estimated || ™Oney due to her as the widow of Paul Draper, putate it. After the amputation of the toe, he was 
we the cost of the same, embraced it in the estimate || !#te @ captain’s clerk in the Navy. srined with congestion oF IhOTiugs, esommneee, 
5, for the completion of the military road, and, upon The report states that Paul Draper, formerly |} 88 the surgeons state, by the too sudden sto 
en such an estimate, Co made an appropria- || 0f Providence, Rhode Island, was a captain's CO ee ee ee 
tion for the same. In Executive Document No. || *lerk in the Navy of the United States, and was || account of the hemorrhage of the lungs; aa fully 
to 97, first session, Thirty-Third Congress, will be || 07 board the United States ship L’Insurgente, || appears by the sworn aftdavingef S. N. Hall and 
n- found, in Captain Reno’s report, the following || i the year 1800, when she was lost at sea with . Pyles, who are certified to be physicians in 
he referencé to its : all on board; that he left a widow, Mary Draper, good standing. The evidence of service and dis- 
ee “Opposite Traverse des Sioux we struck a road, || Who died on the 3d March, 1853, and children, of || ability is further sustained by the sworn affidavits 
newly cut, from Rockbend (a short distance above || Whom ag mp is the only survivor; and that || of the lieutenanteand sergeants who served under 
Traverse des Sioux) to St. , by Captain Dodd William Holden, a grandchild, and the petitioner, Captain Schroeder. . 
id of Minnesota. This gentleman, witha surveyor |j ®¢ thé only heirs-at-law of Paul Draper, and of o objection being made, the bill was Ja:d aside 
n- and ten men and two teams, had been employed || tis widow, Mary Draper. to be reported to the iguuny With a recommend - 
one hundred and nine days in cutting out this road No objection being made, the bill was laid aside || ation that it do pass. 
and bridgi g the streams. It materi assisted ae be ns to the House, with & recommend- ALEXANDER S. BEAN. 
a cur survey, and enabled us to get through the ‘ Bi wm. Waal 16 ee pase. ~ A bill (H. R. No. ing an invalid pen- 
a oer pans weeks sooner | atraitbicees s ELIJAH CLOSE. sion to Nanton he Bes er cgi 
ry ise have done without this, our only guide among A bill (H. R. No. 512) for the relief of Elijah The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 


this unexplored labyrinth of lakes and marshes. 


Close, of Tennessee. 


place the name of Alexander 8. Bean. of Penn- 
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sylvania, on the invalid pension rol! at the rate 
of eight dollars per month, and pay him at that 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 





rapid promotion to the rank of lieutenant 
- Such was the admiration and respect 


rose 
colon 


rate from the 29th of May, 1856, during his nat- I for his gallant services in that war, that the Le- 


ural life. 


It appears, from the report, that Bean was a | 


private in the company of Captain Moses Canan, | 
of the Pennsylvania militia, during the war of | 
1812; that in November, 1812, he was attacked | 
with fever, gravel, and rheumatism, in conse- | 
quence of which he was discharged on a surgeon ’s 
certificate as being unfit for duty. The original 
certificate of the surgeon is filed with the papers. 
Captain Moses Canan, under whom he served, 
swears to his service and disease contracted while 
in service. I. P. Cammins and James Carring- 
ton, who are certified to be respectable surgeons 
of Westmoreland county, Pennsylvania, swear 
to his disability, and belief that he is totally dis- 
abled. 

No objection being made the bil) was laid aside 
to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass. 

MICHAEL A. DAVENPORT. 

A bill (H.R. No. 516) for the relief of Mi- | 
chae! A. Davenport, of Illinois, 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of Michael A, Davenport, of Ilinois, 
on the invalid pension roll, at the rate of eight dol- 
lars per month, and pay him a pension, at that | 
rate, from the 5th of March, 1858, during his 
natural life. 

It appears from the report that the petitioner 
was a private in the company of Captain William 


wounded in the shoulder during the engagement 
at Buena Vista, on the 23d February, 1847. Cap- 


| 
| 
| 


|| gislature of New Jersey, (his native State,) Feb- 


ruary 8, 1849, presented him a sword, inscribed 
** For gallant conduct displayed in the battles of 
Palto Alto, Resaca de la Palma, and Monterey, 
at Vera Cruz, and the Bridge of Madeline.” 


| During his service in the Mexican war his leg 


was broken by the kick of a horse, the woun 


|| from which never having healed entirely, codpe- 
rating with chronic diarrhea, there also con- || 


tracted, greatly debilitated his strength and un- 


| dermined his constitution. 


In August, 1851, on the frontier of Texas, while 


,in pursuit of a band of marauding Indians, he 


| 


died suddenly of exhaustion, produced by the ex- 
posure and hardship of the expedition, operating 
on a constitution already enfeebled from the hard- 
ships and injuries of previous service. He died, 
as testified by Major Merrill, his commanding 


|| officer, under whose orders he was acting, ** in | 


the field, and in the discharge of his duty, and I 
am satisfied (Major Merrill says) that the expe- 
dition was the direct cause of his death.’? The | 
deceased has left a widow ané child in indigent | 
circumstances, and the committee think that they | 
should be indemnified for the irreparable loss of 
the husband and father, whose life was sacrificed 
in the service of the country, and in the line and 


|| discharge of duty. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


House. 


Daugherty, in the second regiment of Kentucky || 
infantry, in the war with Mexico; that he was || 


tain William Daugherty under whom he served, || 


makes affidavit to the facts set forth in the peti- 
tion. H. P. Sanders and T. Welch, who are cer- 
tified to be credible and reputable surgeons, make 
affidavit to his present condition, and the nature 
of his wound. Hon. A. SuHaw,a member of the 
House from the seventh congressional district of 
Illinois, furnishes a statement that he is person- 
ally acquainted with the applicant, and knows 


that he 1s a cripple for life, and wholly unable to | 


obtain a living by manual labor. 

No abjection being made, the bill was laid aside 
te be reported to the House, with a recommend- | 
ation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM ALLEN. 

An act (S. No, 117) for the relief of William | 
Allen, of Portland, in the State of Maine. 
The bill directs the Secretar 
cause the name of William Allen to be placed on 
the pension list, at the rate of six dollars per 
month, from and after the passage of the act, the 


of the Interior to || 


WILLIAM BULLOCK. 


A bill (H.R. No. 520) forthe relief of William 
Bullock. 


The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to || 


place the name of William Bullock upon the roll 
of invalid pensions, and that said Bullock be paid 
a pension at the rate of six dollars a month from 
the Ist day of January, 1854. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions report that 
there is good and sufficient evidence of said Bul- 
lock having rendered service in the war of 1812; 
that he received severe injuries while in the line 
of his duty, which now unfit him for labor. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

ANTHONY WALTER BAYARD. 


A bill (H. R. No. 521) increasing the pension 
of Anthony Walter Bayard, of Bellefonte, in the 


|| State of Pennsylvania. 


The bil! provides that the pension now received 
by Anthony Walter Bayard, of Bellefonte, in the 


State of Pennsylvania, be increased to twenty dol- || 
lars per month, and that the pension be pai 


him 


from the Ist day of January, 1852, deducting the 


nsion to continue during his life, and to be in || 


leu of the pension to which he is now by law 
entitled. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 
MARY C. HAMILTON. 
A bill (H. R. No, 518) to continue the pension | 
heretofore paid to Mary C. Hamilton, widow of | 
Captain Fowler Hamilton, late of the United | 
States Army. 

The bill Tenein the Secretary of the Interior to 
continue the name of Mrs. Mary C, Hamilton on 
the pension rolls, at the same rate of pension al- 
lowed her under the act passed for her benefit and 
approved March 1, 1854, payment to commence 
from and after the expiration of the act, and to 


sions was read. Captain Hamilton, it appears 
from the rolls, was appointed a second lieutenant 
of dragoons on the Ist of July, 1840; promoted 
first lieutenant August 31, 1843, 
in the tenth infantry April 9, 1847; and promoted 
to lieutenant colonel in the sixteenth infantry May 
23, 1848. On the disbandment of this regiment at 
the close of the Mexican war, he was reappointed 
in his former position of first lieutenant second 
ragoons, August 5, 1848, under fourth section 
of act of July 19, 1848; promoted captain of sec- 
ond dragoons July 25, 1850, and died August 8, 
1851, on the El Paso road, while in discharge of 
the duties of the service. Ita 
with distinction in the Flori 
out the Mexican war. 


appointed major 


- he served 
war through- 
During the latter war he 


| 
| 


continue for five years from the date of the pas- 
e of the act. 
he report of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


amount of the pension he has already received 
since that date; and that hereafter his pension 
shall be twenty dollars per month during his life, 


| instead of eight dollars per month, which he now 


receives. 

It appears, from the report, that the petitioner 
was a private in the war of 1812, and served in 
the wars with the Indians in the Northwest, and 
that he was severely wounded upon three occa- 
sions, by which he is wholly disabled, and for 
which he was placed on the pension roll, in 1844, 
at the rate of eight dollars per month. He is now 
yet. very helpless, and decrepit. He was a very 

aring and valuable soldier. At the siege of Fort 
Harrison the Indians succeeded in setting fire to 
one of the block-houses, which communicated to 
the roof of the soldiers’ barracks. The command- 
ing officer called for volunteers to go upon the 
roof, in point-blank shot of the enemy’s rifles, 
and extinguish the fire. The petitioner and an- 
other soldier volunteered, and mounted the burn- 
ingest His companion was inevenly shot dead 
and the petitioner badly wounded. He succeeded 
in extinguishing the hire. This service was, at 
the time, regard:d by the officers as most hazard- 
ous, and of great value to the American forces. 
The petitioner claims that his disability is total, 
rendering him dependent; that it results from 
wounds received whilst rendering most t, 
hazardous, and valuable services; and that, in such 
a cans.e peneion of aighi Relaon BAR anen nes 
sufficient. ah 

Mr. QUITMAN moved to amend the bill by 

iki “ 
aeiking. out ‘* twenty dollars and inserting ‘‘ ten 

The amendment was agreed to. 





May 28, 


The bill was then laid aside, to be reported to 
the House. 





WRIGHT FORE. 
an bill (HL. R. No, 522) for the relief of Wright 
ore, 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Wright Fore on the invalid pen- 
| sion roll, at the rate of eight dollars per month 

to commence oa the 9th of November, 1852, and 
to continue during his natural life. 

It appears that the petitioner enlisted as a pri- 
| vate in the mounted company of Captain David 
| Smith, in Colonel Coffee’s brigade of Tent.essee 

troops, in October, 1813. That in the battle of 
Tatiadegn, on the 9th of November, 1813, he was 
wounded in the left shoulder by a rifle ball fired 
from the camp of the enemy, which so disabled 
him as to render him unfit for duty; he was con- 
| sidered dangerously wounded, and left at Fort 
| Strother; was carried from there to the hospital 
| at Huntsville, Alabaina, where he remained until 
| February following, when he was sent for by his 
| friends and taken home. 
ao bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
| House. 


WYATT GRIFFITH. 


A bill (H. R. No. 523) for the relief of Wyatt 
Griffith. 
| The bill direets the Secretary of the Interior to 
| place the name of Wyatt Griffith, of Tenressee, 
| on the invalid pension roll, at the rate of eight 
| dollars per month, from the 20th of June, 1854, 

and pay him at that rate during the term of his 
| natural life. 
| It appears, from the report, that Wyatt Griffith 
enlisted asa private soldier at Ashe Court-House, 
North Carolina, under Lieutenant Wiley Gordon, 
| on the 8th of September, 1814, and served in 
Captain Brannon’s, afterwards Captain Parker’s, 
company, Colonel Hamilton’s third rifle regiment, 
North Carolina infantry, for and during the war 
with Great Britain; and for this service bounty 
land warrant No. 8,291, for one hundred and sixty 
acres, issued to him on 2lstJanuary, 1817. While 
marching from North Carolina towards the Can- 
| ada frontier, about the Ist of December, 1814, 
and when near Halifax ‘Court-House, from fa- 
tigue and exposure he took cold, which settled 
into rheumatism, and disabled him from service 
most of the time until his discharge, and has con- 
tinued ever since. The disability consists of a 
collection and hardening of humorsin the right hip 
| joint, which has dislocated the joint, and rendered 
him incurably lame and totally disabled for life. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 





FRANCIS CARVER. 


A bill (H. R. No. 524) for the relief of Francis 
Carver. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Francis Carver on the invalid 
pension roll at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
and to pay him at that rate from the 18th of De- 





cember, 1857, and continue during his natural life. 

It appears from the report that Francis Carver 
has been, for a period of seventeen years, a sol- 
dier in the Army of the United States, having 
served through the war with Mexico. After that 
war he was ordered to the frontiers of Texas, 
where, for eight or nine months he was in active 
service, exposed to the damps and cold of winter, 
without tent or covering. Dosen that service he 
contracted the disease with which he now suffers. 
The certificate of J. A. Thompson, acting surgeon 
of the military asylum at Harrodsburg, Ken- 
tucky, states that the petitioner is laboring under 
adisease called St. Vitus’s dance; that he is wholly 


bled, &c. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House. 
ROBINSON GAMMON. 

A bill (H.. R. No. 525) for the relief of Robin- 

“tT he bill diveets th of the Interior t 
e bill directs the the Interior to 

lace the name of Sochaee Masons, of Rox- 

ury, in the county of Oxford, Maine, upon the 
roll uf invalid pensions, at the rate of eight dol- 
lars per the 3d of December, 1856, 
during his life. 


Ita of the Commit- 
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1858. 


alarm to serve in the war declared by the United i The report states that Jobs C. Rathbun enlisted 


ates against Great Britain on the 18th of June, 
oat: tieat at the time of the alarm the petitioner 
lived in Buckfield, in Maine; that he marched 
from Buckfield to Portland, in a company com- 
manded by Captain Chase; that after his arrival 
at Portland he was drafted into Captain James 
Harlow’scompany of Colonel Ryerden’s regiment 
of Massachusetts militia, and remained in service 
forty days, and was honorably discharged there- 
from; that the march from Buckfield was a forced || 
march, in which he contracted a disease in his 
fect and legs, which has continued from that time 
up to the present. ‘The disease has continued to |, 
increase, until the petitioner is now a cripple, | 
without any hope of recovery. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House. 

FREDERICK SMITH. 


A bill (H, R. No. 526) for the relief of Fred- 
erick Smith. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Frederick Smith on the invalid 
pension roll, at the rate of four dollars per month, | 
and to pay him at that rate from the Ist of Feb- | 
ruary, 1858, during his natural life, 

It appears that the petitioner enlisted into the | 
service of the United States as a private in the || 
company of CaptainW. H. Irwin, of the eleventh || 
infantry, in May, 1846; that on the 11th of June, 
1847, he was wounded at the National Bridge, in || 
Mexico, by a slug, which entered the left side of || 


his head, and became: ‘‘ embedded between the || 
external and internal plates of the cranium; near || 
the posterior margin of left parietal bone,’’ the | 
ball or slug was extracted on the 5th May, 1856. | 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the || 

House. 
PHINEAS G. PEARSON. 

A bill (H. R. No. 527) for the relief of Phineas | 
G. Pearson. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to || 
place the name of Phineas G. Pearson on the list | 
of invalid pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars || 
per month, to commence on the 22d of January, | 
1858, and continue during life. 

It appears, from the report, that Phineas G. ] 
Pearson enlisted in 1846, as a private in the com- 1 
pany of Captain David Irie, company C, second | 
regiment of Ohio volunteers, commanded by Col- || 
onel Morgan; that he marched with his company | 
from Highland county, Ohio, to Camargo, in || 
Mexico, and continued in the service of the Uni- || 
ted States until the 13th September, 1846, when || 
he was discharged from the service on account of \ 
a surgeon’s certificate of disability. The peti- | 
tioner states that, while in Camargo, in the latter | 
part of August, 1846, he was attacked with || 
measles, which were very prevalent in the camp, | 
was very sick for about two weeks, when he par- | 
tially recovered; but in a few days after took a | 
relapse, and became very sick with diarrhea, at- | 
tended with fever, and, énall , his left leg below | 
the knee became affected with severe pains, and | 
was so much swollen he was unfitted for service, } 
and was consequently discharged. He returned | 
to the United States, and suffered very great pain | 
on account of the ulceration of his leg, until the | 
10th of December, 1851, when he was compelled 
to submit to the amputation of the leg-above the | 
knee, in order to save his life. 

The bill was laid axide to be revorted to the | 
House. 





JUDITH NOTT. 
wh bill CH. RB. No. 528) for the relief of Judith | 
ott. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Interior to 
place the name of Judith Nott upon the pension | 
roll of the United States, at the rate of nine dol- | 
lars per month, the pension to commence and be | 
computed from the Ist January, 1855, and tocon- 
tinue during her widowhood. 

The report havi 
aside to be reported to the House. 


JOHN C. RATHBUN. 


A bill (H. R, No. 529) for the relief of John 
C. Rathbun. < 

The bill direets the of the Interior to 
place the name of John C. bun on the list of 
invalid pensioners, at the rate of four dollars per 
month to commence on the 15th February, 1858, 
and to continue during life. 





been read, the bill was laid i 
| 
| 
} 
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as @ private on the 10th May, 1814, in the com- 
pany of Captain Claudius C. Boughter, of the 

ew York militia, and served until the 8th No- 
vember, 1814. Itis alleged by the petitioner that 


cember, 1812, for one 





year in the war of 1819. 


That while in the service he had the misfortune 


to break his arm ty a fall while passing from one 
to another in the dark. He also proves b 
the surgeon of the Army who attended him, an 


he was taken prisoner by the enemy in August, || also by the certificates of two surgeons of bis own 


1814. 
received three wounds: one with a saber on the 
head, which fractured his skull; another with a 
saber on the left shoulder, which cut through the 
left shoulder blade; an¢@ another with a pistol ball, | 
which passed throue: his left thigh, from which | 
wounds he is unable to earn a living by manual | 
labor. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


STEPHEN FELLOWS. 

A bill (1. R. No. 530) for the relief of Stephen 
Feliows. i 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of | 
the Interior to p'ace the name of Stephen Fellows 
on the invalid pension list, at the rate of four dol- | 
lars per month, from the 20th of January, 1858, || 
to continue during life. 

It appears from the report that Stephen Fellows || 
was a soldier in the Army during the war of 1812 || 
under Captain Jonathan Stark, in the eleventh || 
regiment of United States regulars; that he was || 
wounded at the battle of Lundy’s Lane in his left | 








consequence of which he was disabled, and isnow || 


|| unable to procure a living by manual labor. 


a Sivit ] 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the || 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. || 
JOHN PERRY. 

A bill (H. R. No. 531) for the relief of John 
Perry, of Illinois. \| 
The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of | 
the Interior to place the name of John Perry, of 
I}inois, on the list of invalid pensioners, at the || 
rate of eight dollars per month, commencing on || 


| the 15th of February, 1858, and to continue during || 


his natural life. 
lt appears from the report, that John Perry was 


John M. Moore, in the second regiment of [li- 
nois volunteers, commanded by Colonel James 
Collins; that he enlisted on the 15th of July, 1847, 
to serve during the war; that he marched to the 
seat of war, and while in the line of his duty at || 
Puebla, in Mexico, in March, 1848, he was at- || 
tacked with scrofulous irietus, which has so affectéd || 
his eyes as to produce almost total blindness. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. || 


1} 
EBENEZER HITCHCOCK. 


A bill (H. R. No. 532) for the relief of Eben- 
ezer Hitchcock. 

The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of | 
the Interior to place the name of Ebenezer Hitch- 
cock, of Massachusetts, on the invalid pension 
roll, atthe rate of eight dollars per month, and to 
cause him to be paid at that rate from the Ist of | 
February, 1858, during his natural life. 

It appears from the report, that Hitchcock en- | 
listed into the United States Army on the 23d of 
August, 1808, for five years, served out his time, 
and was honorably discharged; that in March, | 
1813, he was appointed wagon-master by Lieu- | 
tenant Colone! Bacchus, and had the promise of 
extra pay. He served five months as a wagon- 
master, and got only ordinary wages. A few days 
previous to his discharge there came a storm of 
wind and rain, which compelled him to keep up | 
for two days and nights, by which he took cold, 
which caused an abscess sore on his hip, which | 
has so disabled him that he cannot get about to | 


| 


|| while he was able to earn his boa 


|| House, with the recommendation 


At the time of being taken prisoner he || county; by the former, that he was in the line of 


his duty when the injury was received, and b 
the surgeons of his county, that the injury still 
continues. His neighbors certify that he has not 
at any time, been qualified to perform manuc 
labor, excepting with the right hand; that he has 
refused to receive or rather apply for a pension 
by doing small 
favors for his neighbors. He is now aged and 
unable to support himself, the injury of his wrist | 


rted to the 
at it do pass. 


| increasing instead of getting better. 


The bill was laid aside to be re 


ALLEN SMITH. 
j A ual (H. R. No. 534) for the relief of Allen 
mith, 

The bill authorizes and requests the Secretary 
of the Interior to place the name of Allen Smith, 
of New Hampshire, upon the invalid pension list, 
at the rate of eight dollars per month, to com- 


| mence on the 2Ist of January, 1858, and continue 


during his natural life. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


| side by a piece of shell, his ribs were broker, in || House, with the recommendation that it do pass 


DAVID WATSON. 
A bill (H. R. No. 535) for the relief of David 


| Watson. 


The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place the name of David Watson, 


_ of Georgia, upon the list of invalid pensioners, at 


the rate of four dollars per month, to commence 
on the 15th of February, 1858, and continue dur- 


ing his natural life. 
t 


appears from the report that Watson was 
mustered into the service of the United States as 
a private in Captain Charles H. Nelson’s com- 
pany of Colonel Calhoun’s regiment of Georgia 


| volunteers, for during the then existing war with 
|| a private in company C, commanded by Captain || 


Mexico; that, while in the line of his duty in the 
service, he was attacked with diarrhea, which has 
continued until the present time, disabling him, 
in part, from obtaining his subsistence by man- 


| ual labor. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass, 


HEIRS OF JOHN M’DONOUGH. 


A bill (H. R. No. 543) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of John McDonough, deceased, 
late of Louisiana. 

The bill confirms the claim numbered 39 in the 


| report of the register and receiver of the land of- 
| fice at New Orleans, made on the 22d of Novem- 


ber, 1837, in the name of John McDonough, toa 


| tract of about one hundred and seventy-seven su- 
| perficial arpents of land; and directs that a patent 


shall issue, as in ordinary cases, to the legal rep- 
resentatives of McDonough, provided that this 


|| confirmation shall only be construed aaa relin- 


quishment of all rightand title of the United States, 
and shall not prejudice the legal claim of any other 
| party, snevasdl exist. 

The report states, that on the 22d November, 
1837, the register and receiver of the land office 
at New Orleans, voder the act of 6th February, 
1855, reported on this case as follows: 

** No. 39.—John McDonough claims, in virtue 
of complete title or patent derived from the Gov- 
ernment of France, in the year 1760, a tract of 
| land lying in the parish of Jefferson, near the city 
of New Orleans, and on the same side of the river 
Mississippi, commencing at a distance of eighty 





earn a living. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
House, with the recommendation that it do pass. | 


SHOVE CHASE. | 
A bill (H. R. No. 533) for the relief of Shove | 


Chase. 
The bill authorizes and directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to place the name of Shove Chase, of | 
New York, uron the invalid pension list, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, commencing on | 
the Ist of January, 1856, to continue during his | 
natural life. 
lt appears from the report that Chase enlisted | 
at Staten Island, in New York, the 19th of De- 


'| arpents from the said river Mississippi, and run- 


| ning back or in the rear from thence, with the 
continuous lines of the front tract of twenty-two 
arpents on the river, a distance of about forty- 





| nine and one third arpents in depth, until one of 


—— lines intersects the — in a point, i 
cluding (as is more particularly shown by « plan 
drawer Benj in Balaton, a surveyor of said 
parish) within said lines the quantity of one hun- 
dred and seventy-seven and one third superficial 
ar —_~ or less.” he action - sd 
taken 0 u this report. in 

Comprens Gantt apet. antitericing the settlement 
of private land claims in Louisiana by judicial 
proceedings before the United States courts, in 
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cases where the title set up was imperfect bat 


equitable. 

As there was no tribunal with power to declare 
definitely what claims were supported by perfect 
titles, John McDonough, as his only recourse at 
law, brought suit before the United States court 
in New Orleans, to test the validity of his claim 
to the land now in question. That court, in 1849, 
gave judgment in his favor. An appeal was 
taken to the Supreme Court, where, in 1853, the 
judgment of the district court was reversed, on 
ihe ground that the court below had no jurisdic- 
tion of the case under the said law of Congress, 
inasmuch as the title of McDonough was claimed 
to be, and was adjudged to be, a perfect title. In 
this anomalous condition, thrown out of court 
because his title was not found to be imperfect, | 
with no power to which an appeal can be taken, 
except to the legislative department of the Gov- 
ernment, the representatives of McDonough ask 
that Congress will, without delay, confirm their 
claim to the said tract of land, which has been 
held in undisputed possession, occupancy, and 
cultivation, since before 1760. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


DEMPSEY PITTMAN. 


An act (S. No. 95) explanatory of an act en- 
titled ** An act for the relief of Dempsey Pitt- 
man,’’ approved August 16, 1856. 

The bill provides that the act approved August 
16, 1856, entitled ** An act for the relief of Demp- 
sey Pittman,’’ be so construed as to authorize and 
direct the Secretary of War to pay to Dempsey 
Pittman the compensation and allowances of a 
colonel of infantry for the period of five months, 
in full consideration for his services in Fijorida in 

838. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


BENJAMIN WAKEFIELD. 


A bill (H, R. No. 547) for the relief of Benja- 
min Wakefield. 

The bill authorizes and directs the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury to pay to Ben- 
jamin Wakefield the difference of pay between 
that of master’s mate and boatswain, from the Ist 
of January, 1848, to the 19th of January, 1850. 

The petition of Benjamin Wakefield is, that he 
be allowed the difference of pay between that of 
a master’s mate and boatswain, while performing 
the duties of the latter grade on board the United 
States ship Preble. In an affidavit attached to his 
petition he deposeth, that he entered the Navy of 
the United States, at the navy-yard at Brooklyn, 
New York, on the 24th of June, 1846; that on the 
15th of August following he was transferred from 
the navy-yard to the United States ship Preble, 
Commodore W. F. Shields, and by him was or- 
dered to perform the duties of boatswain of the 
ship, there being no officer of that grade attached 
to the ship, although the regulations of the Navy 
Department allowed such an officer; that, at the 
request of Commodore Shields, the memorialist 
wrote to Hon. George Bancroft, then Secretary 
of the Navy, asking that he should be appointed 
bythe Department a boatswain, or an increase of 
pay, should he be continued in the performance 
of the daties of that grade; that the Secretary of 
the Navy, in his reply, directed to Commodore 
Shields, het 
to hold on to the Situation to which Commodore 
Shields had appointed him, until a vacancy should 
occur for promotion in that grade; that the me- 
morialist proceeded to sea in the ship, and on ar- 
riving atthe port ef Callao, he again applied, on 
the 29th of February, 1848, through Commodore 
Jones, commanding the Pacific squadron, to the | 
Seoretary of the Navy for an increase of pay or | 
an appomntment as boatswain; that the Secretary | 
of the Navy, under date of 18th of May, 1848, | 
issued an order to Commodore Jones to the fol- | 
lowing effect: “ Youare hereby authorized to give | 
acting appointments to Benjamin Wakefield, &c., 
and drop his rate as master’s mate or. board the | 
Preble, to take effect on the Ist of January last.” | 

Subsequent to the receipt of the order, the Preble | 


sailed for San Francisco, thence to Monterey and || *®*-] 


Mazailan, and thence to China, where, having 
cruised for a length of time, she returned to the 
Pacific station, communicating in September, 
1849, with Commodore Jones, at the Sandwich 
Islands, and subsequently, in December of the 








d forth inducements to the memorialist | 





| same year, proceeded to San Francisco, Califor- 
| nia; that on or about the 15th of Jan , 1850, 
| the above-named order from the Navy Depart- 
| ment to Commodore Jones was communicated to 
_ the memorialist for the first time, by Commander 
' Glynn, then in command of the Preble; that the 
| memorialist was at that time in bad health, and 
_ severely afflicted with rheumatism, induced, as he 
| believes, by a continuous service of three years 
| and seven months, in consequence of which he 
| was compelled to deciine said appointment, being 
| entirely unfit for service, and to seek relief on 
shore; that he was discharged from the ship on 
the 19th of January, 1850. 

|__The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
| House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


J. WILLCOX JENKINS. 


An act (S. No. 74) for the relief of J. Willcox 
Jenkins. 
The bill directs the proper accounting officers 
| of the Treasury to pay J. Willcox Jenkins the 
difference between the pay of captain’s clerk and 
a purser ofa first class sloop-of-war, from the Ist 
_ofJanuary to the 30th April 1856, during which 
_ time he was the acting purser of the sloop-of-war 
| Jamestown. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


FABIUS STANLEY. 


An act (S. No. 208) for the relief of Fabius 
Staniey. 

The bill directs the proper accounting officers 
of the Treasury to pay to Fabius Stanley, as full 
compensation for his services during the time he 
was actually on duty and attached to the navy- 
yard at Mare Island, California, at the rate of 
$2,100 per annum, deducting therefrom ae? 
he received for his services during that period. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. KELSEY. There are eight adverse re- 
ports from the Court of Claims upon the Calen- 
dar, nextin order; and I move that they be passed 
over. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move that they 
be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that the reports be concurred in. 

They were read, as follows: 

.An adverse report (C. C. No. 167) in the case 
of Charles Wilkes. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 168) in the case 
of William Davenport. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 169) in the case 
of William B. Fitzgerald. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 170) in the case 
of John L. Worden. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 171) in the case 
of John H. Waggaman. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 172) in the case 
of John L. Wirt. 

An adverse report (C, C. 
of Jonas P. Levy. 

An adverse report (C. C. 

of Logan Hunton. 
Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. There are two re- 
| ports which I should like to have excepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. Which two? 

Mr. SMITH, of Illinois. Nos. 170.and 171. 
[ move that they be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that they be referred to the 
Committee of Claims. : 
| The motion was agreed to; and then the re- 
| mainder of the reports were laid aside, to be re- 


No. 173) in the case 


No. 174) in the case 


ported to the House with a recommendation that 


the reports be concurred in. 
E. GEORGE SQUIER 


A bill (H. R. No. 553) for the relief of E. 
George Squier, of New York. [Objected to by 
Mr. Jones, of Tennessee.) 

WILLIAM K. JENNINGS. 


An act (S. No. 29) for the relief of William K. 
| Jennings, and others. [Objected to by Mr. Kan- 





BASIL MIGNAULT. 


A bill (H.R. No. 563) for the relief of the sur- 
viving children of Basil Mignault, an officer of the 
revolutionary war. [ to by Mr. Jones, 
of Tennessee. } 
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JOHN ROBB. 


Anact (S. No. 184) for the relief of 
[Objected to by ar Leseuse] ae 


MICHAEL NOURSE. 


A bill (C..C. No. 8) for the relief of Mi 
Nourse. [Objected to by Mr. Lercuer.] = 


JOHN ROBB. 


A bill (C. C, No.5) for the relief of John Robb, 
Obj to by Mr. Lercuer.} 


ASBURY DICKINS. 


A bill (C.C. No. 2) for the relief of Asbury 
Dickins. [Objected to by Mr. Lercusr.] 


MOSES NOBLE. 


A bill (C. C. No. 12) for the relief of Moses 
Noble. [Objected to by Mr. Lercner. } 


GEORGE A. MAGRUDER. 


A bill (C. C. No. 11) for the relief of George 
A. Magruder. 

Mr. LETCHER. That bill is reported with 
| the recommendation that it do not pass. It ought 
not to have been here. I object to it. 


GARDNER AND VINCENT. 


| A bill (CH. R. No. 569) for the relief of Gard- 
ner and Vincent and others. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury, 
upon the production of satisfactory evidence, to 
audit and settle the several accounts of Gardner 
/and Vincent; A. S. Gardner; A. F. Holmes; G. 
|B. Murphy; C. C. Carlton; N. E. Crittenden; 
0. A. Brooks & Co. and W. Bingham & Co. for 
, goods, &c., furnished the United States marine 
| hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, during the superin- 

tendence of John Coon, and to pay the amounts 
| found to be due. 

It appears, from the report, that these several 
parties furnished various materials for the com- 
pletion of the marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio, 
in 1851. Mr. Coon, the late superintendent, cer- 
| tifies to this fact. He says: ‘** These goods were 
| furnished for the use of the United States marine 

hospital under my direction, as agent for the Gov- 
| ernment. All of the goods were used in prepar- 
|ing said hospital for the reception of patients, 
| under instructions to me from the Secretary of the 
| Treasury. The prices stated in the accounts were 
| Proper and reasonable, and the accounts have 

never been paid.”? This statement is sworn to 
by Mr. Coon, and the reason given for not paying 








| the accounts is that the appropriation ran out be- 


_ fore they were paid. = 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 


| House, with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LIEUTENANT LOOMIS L. LANGDON. 


A bill (H. R. No. 590) for the relief of Loomis 
L. Langdon. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
to credit the account of second Lieutenant Loomis 
_L. Langdon, first artillery, United States Army, 

with $1,176 66; it being the amount stolen from 
his possession, at Fort Brown, on the night of 
| the 23d of October, 1857. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Read the report 
The CHAIRMAN. The report accompanying 
this bill has been mislaid. The Clerk has sent 
for it, and it will be read as soon as it can be 
| found. 
Mr. BRYAN. The circumstances are these: 
Lieutenant Loomis was stationed at Brownsville. 
There was a fire there, and his commanding offi- 
cer ordered him, with his men, to extinguish the 
flames. During his absence on that duty, his 
chest was broken open and the money stolen. 
These are the facts as they appear in papers re- 
| ferred to the committee, and with which they 
| were satisfied. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Was it his money 
or the money of the Government? 

Mr. BRYAN. The money of the Govern- 


ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has the report 
in this case. : 

_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Read it. 

It appears, from the report, which was read 
that in the month of May, 1857, the assistant com 
missary of subsistence, United States Army, sta 
tioned at Brownsville, Texas, was ordered away 
from that post, and Lieutenant 
don, of the first artillery, appointed to 
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the duties as acting assistant commissary of sub- 











sistence, and as such took ch of the Govern- 
ment funds. The following vit, made and 
sworn to by Lieutenant Langdon himself, details 


the particu of the robbery: 
«On the morning of the 24th of October, be- 
tween the hours of three and five, my iron safe 
was opened by some person or persons, at oe 
unknown, and $1,176 66 of public funds, belong- 
ing to the subsistence department of the United 
States Army, stolen therefrom. The key of this 
safe I always kept in my possession in my trunk, 
and the trunk key I carried with me. As soon 
as | heard of the robbery, I opened my trunk and 
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It appears from the report, that Joseph McClure, 
as paymaster in the United States Army, received 
money to pay eff his regiment; that he did pay 
the-regiment, but that the vouchers for such pay- 
ment were destroyed by fire at Buffalo; that the 
Government broughtsuitagainst the said McClure 
and his sureties for the sum of money for which 
he could show no vouchers, on account of their 
having been destroyed, and recovered the same; 
that one of his sureties was cognizant of the fact 
that the money was paid to the regiment;-but, 
being a party defendant to the on bis evidence 
was not admissible, which enabled the Govern- 


| ment to carry the suit against them. Since that | 


found the safe key there. I always opened and || time, McClure reimbursed his sureties the amount 


closed the safe myself. 

‘‘The safe had been formerly kept in the quarter- | 
master’s building, but, not deeming it secure there, 
I had itremoved to the office, a small room in front 
of the ene? store-house. This building is 
about five rods from the guard-house, with the 
office windows and door nearest the office looking 
out on the most frequented part of the garrison. 
The office door is an inner one. The store-house 
is under charge of the guard, and the sentinel on 
No. 1 walks within a few feet of the office, and 
in front of it. On the morning of the robbery, 
about one @’clock, a fire broke out in Brownsville, 
which is near Fort Brown, The fire, distant from 
the guard-house about thirty-five rods, raged so 
violently that it was deemed essential to the safety 
of the town to send the troops to aid the citizens. 
By order of the commanding officer, the whole 
command, with the exception of the guard, was 
absent, and the garrison, therefore, unusually ex- 

osed to the numerous thieves in the vicinity. | 

he garrison and town of Brownsville have so | 
often been the scenes of robberies, that unusual | 
precautions have to be taken against thieves. I | 
mention this to show what a bad neighborhood | 
this is for the security of property. Scarcely a | 
week passes without a robbery being committed | 
in the town. 

‘‘ Disbursing officers-at this post have three 
times before been robbed, and in spite of senti- 
nels almost at their very doors. The officers’ 
quarters have been entered, and their property 
stolen. During the fire, ninety-five kegs of pow- 
der exploded, increasing the excitement by the 
loss of several valuable lives, and materially in- | 
juring all the buildings in the vicinity. In the gar- 
rison, the doors and windows of the different store- 
houses were violently thrown open in spite of iron 
fastenings. The thieves took advantage of the fa- 
cilities afforded by the explosion, and the absence 
of the whole command at the fire, torob me. The 
guard, perhaps, unconsciously partaking of the 
general excitement, had their attention drawn off 
their duty in some degree. The command saved 
the town by working at the fire till daylight, and | 
thus for six hours the garrison was almost unten- 
anted. Every precaution, with the means fur- 
nished me by Government, was taken by me to 
secure the property intrusted to my care. 

‘*T had removed the safe from the place where 


recovered against them, and his administrator now 

petitions Congress to allow the estate the sum of 
the judgment paid, amounting to $551 36, with 
interest from the date of the payment. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the | 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. | 

HENRY HUBBARD. 

e Anact (S. No. 123) for the relief of Henry Hub- | 
ard. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to strike | 
Mr.GOODWIN. The interest here is allowed | 
on well-settled principles of Government. This 
balance was admitted to be due, at the Sreapary 
l 


Department, and itis only asked that interestsha 
be paid from that time. 


by striking out that portion of the bill. 
The question was taken; and the amendment 
was disagreed to. 
" Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
ill. 
Mr. MAYNARD. Is it in order for the gen- 
tleman to make that objection now? 
The CHAIRMAN. Itis. The bill has not 


I object to the 


| passed from the committee. 


LEWIS W. BROADWELL. 
A bill (H. R. No. 572) for the relief of Lewis 
W. Broadwell. 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to Lewis W. Broadwell, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 


porting the United States mails, in steamboats, 
kansas, from the 4th of September, 1854, to the 


17th of April, 1857, at the rate of $5,000 per an- 
num. 


well, in 1854, being in command of the steamboat 
P. H. Kimball, plying as a regular packet be- 
tween New Orleans and other points on the Mis- 
sissippi river, as far up as Grand Lake, in Arkan- 
sas, and finding that the residents at many landings 
and towns between Vicksburg and Grand Lake 


did, at the request and urgent solicitation of the 
residents at the points mentioned, and for their 
accommodation and convenience, take on board 





it had been formerly kept by an officer in charge 
of it, not deeming it secure, and placed it in the 
office, where the sergeant could sleep by it, and 
where the office in which it was placed would be 
under the eyes of theguard. The only night the 
sergeant left it was the night of the fire; and then 
only at intervals to work with the rest of the 
command. During one of these intervals, the 





money was taken. As I always kept the key in 
my own possession, the thieves could not have 
obtained an impression from it.’’ 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


DAVID M’CLURE. 


A bill (H.. R. No. 571) for the relief of David 
McClure, administrator of Joseph McClure, de- 
ceased. 

The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasu 
to pay to David McClure, administrator of Josep 
McClure, deceased, the sum of $107 64 out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 

riated; it being the amount of interest collected 
rom Joseph McClure, in his lifetime, on a judg- 
ment in favor of the United States Government 
which it was afterwards ascertained McClure did 
not properly owe, and the amount of which judg- 
ment has been previously refunded to him by 
Congress. 


| his steamer and transport mails and mail matter, 
delivered to him for that purges by the postmas- 
ters of Vicksburg, Milliken’s Bend, Brunswick 


Point, Pecan Grove, Tullula, Lake Providence, | 


Ashton, and Princeton; and that he generally paid 
the drayage on the mails to and from his steamer 
to the post office at Vicksburg, received and de- 
livered there. This service was continued, with- 
out intermission, from the 4th of September, 1854, 
to the 17th of April, 1857, when it was given up, 
and the Post Office Department employed Cap- 
tain Porterfield, extending his contract to Napo- 
leon. This service, Captain Broadwell alleges, 
was performed ‘‘ under the employment of the 
postmasters at Vicksburg, Grand Lake, and the 
intermediate offices,”’ but there being no contract 
with the Government, the Post Office Department 
is without authority to compensate him, and he 
asks remuneration at the hands of Congress. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 

HASAM AND BREWSTER. 

A bill (H. R. No. 573) for the relief of Thomas 
Hasam and B. S. Brewster. 

The bill requires the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to audit and settle the accounts of Thomas 
Hasam and B. S. Brewster, for services as in- 


spectors of hulls and boilers at New Orleans, in 


out the interest portion of the bill. 


| 


of $12,938, it being in full compensation for trans- || 


from Vicksburg, Mississippi, to Grand Lake, Ar- || 


From the report, it appears that Captain Broad- | 


were without the means of mail communication, | 





ee 





Louisiana, and to allow them the irregular com- 
pensation from the date of their appointment as if 
they had been sworn and properly qualitied. 
he petitioners, as om rs by the report, were 
appointed inspectors of hulls and boilers, on tne 
3d of a — 1852, rs a ninth oe 
the act of Congress epprov ugust 20, 1852. 
They immediately entered upon the discharge of 
their official duties, but neglected taking the oath 
required of them until the 12th of May, 1853. 
The supervising inspector testifies: ‘* That on the 
3d of December, 1852, Thomas Hasam and B. S. 
Brewster were designated as inspectors of hulls 
| and boilers, and that immediately after their des- 
| ignation they went to work in disch of the 
| duties of the offices to which they had been des- 
ignated, by preparing steamboats for inspection 
and other preliminary work.”’ This statement is 
| sworn to by Mr. P. H. Skipwith, supervising in- 
| spector. ‘The Treasury circular of July 20, 1829, 
says: ‘* Compensation cannot be allowed until 





|, these requisitions (oath of office) are complied 
|| with.’? 


he account of petitioners was therefore 
| rejected for the services rendered from December 
3 to May 12, following, and it is for this compen- 
| sation they now ask. 

| No objection being made, the bill was laid aside 
| to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
| tion that it do pass. 





1] QUIETING LAND TITLES IN MAINE. 


| A bill (H. R. No. 574) to provide for quieting 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to amend | certain land titles in the late disputed territory in 
|| the State of Maine, and for other purposes, 


Ob- 
|| jected to by Mr. Jonus, of Tennessee. ] 
| GEORGE A. O'BRIEN. 

An act (S. No. 92) for the relief of George A 
O’Brien. 

The bill directs that there be allowed and paid, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
| appropriated, to George A. O’Brien, for his ser- 
vices as clerk in the office of the Second Auditor, 
| from the 5th of July, 1845, to the 3d of March, 
|| 1846, the sum of $549 33. 
|| No objection being made, the bill was laid aside 
|| to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- 
| tion that it do pass. 

RUFUS DWINEL. 

An act (S. No. 189) for the relief of Rufus 
| Dwinel. 
The bill directs the Secretary of the Treasury 
‘| to cause to be paid to Rufus Dwinel, out of an 
|| money in the Ticebely not otherwise appropri- 
|| ated, the sum of $11,748 03, being for interest, at 

the rate of six per centum per annum, on the sum 
of $13,037 72, from the 4th of March, 1837, when 
the latter sum was dué from the United States to 
|| said Dwinel’s assignor, to March 11, 1852, when 
an appropriation was made for its payment, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I believe this bil! 
is all wrong. I suppose the person named in this 
bill was sued by the Government, and when the 
|| jury returned a verdict, they returned it against 
the Government, which, I presume, they had no 
| authority to do. But with the understanding that 
the yeas and naysare to be ordered upon it inthe 
House, I will not object.to its being reported to 
the House, though I shall vote against it. [Cries 
of ‘* Agreed.’”] 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


ROBERT A. DAVIDGE. 
A bill (H. R. No. 575) for the relief of Robert 
|| A. Davidge. 

The bill directs the Secre of the Treasury 
to pay to Robert A. Davidge $118 90, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri- 
ated, in full for his services as a eee erk 
in the office of the First Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury from March 26 to April 30, 1857. 

The report states that the claimant was em- 

loyed in the office of the First Comptroller of the 
omeaen by the order of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as a temporary clerk, for thirty-six 
days, at the rate of pay of $1,200 per annum. The 
act of 1842 prohibits ore of temporary 
clerks during the recess of Congress, except for 
ified p s therein ; and@hence Mr. 
avidge was refused his pay, though the First 
Comptroller, Mr. Whittlesey , certified that he per- 
formed the duties. The claimant eeenens y 
performed the service, and is entitled to the pay, 
amounting to $118 90. 


i 


| 
i} 
| 
| 
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tion that it do pass. 
JONAS P. KELLER. 
An act (S. No..67) for the relief of Jonas P. 


lier. 


The bill directs that $750 be allowed and paid, | 


out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Jonas P. Keller, in full for his 


services a8 a watchman or overseer of the exec- | 


utive building at the corner of F and Seventeenth 
streets, from the Ist of April, 1849, to the 30th of 
September, 1850. 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside 


to be reported to the House, witha recommenda- | 


tion that it do pass. 
DOUGLASS OTTINGER. 


A bill (H. R. No. 576) for the relief of Captain 
Douglass Ottinger. 


The bill directs that there be paid to Captain | 
Douglass Ottinger, out of any money inthe Treas- | 
ury not otherwise appropriated, $10,000, in full | 
compensation for the use of his invention of the | 


life or surf car by the United States, and also to 


enable him further to test the practicability of | 
adapting such car to the rescuing of passengers | 


and crews during violent gales at sea. 

The reportstates that Captain Douglass Ottinger. 
of the 
that he is the sole inventor of the machine known 
as the life or surf car, and that it was thé first 
invention whereby persons could be safely con- 
veyed through heavy breaking waves from strand- 
ed vessels to the shore. He submits that he has 
voluntarily placed his invention at the life-saving 
stations of the United States, subject to the free 
use of the Government, unrestricted by patent 
rights. He asks some remunerative compensa- 
tion for the labor and expense which the inven- 
tions have cost him, and also something, in-addi- 
tion, to enable him to test practically, at sea, its 
adaptation to rescue passengers and crews during 
violent gales. 

The committee were satisfied that Captain Ot- 
tinger is the original inventor of the life or surf 


ear, and that he has devoted the same to the use | 


of the United States, and that the Government is 
now using them at fifty-two different stations on 
the coast. The evidence before the committee 
was conclusive as to the great value of the inven- 
tion of Captain Ottinger as a means of saving life. 
The present Secretary of the Treasury, the Hon. 
Howell Cobb, in answer to a letter from the com- 
mittee, says ‘it has proved of incalculable value 
in the saving of human life;’’ and he mentions the 
case of the wreck of the ship Ayrshire, on the 
Jersey coast, (when it was impossible for any 
boat to reach her in consequence of the heavy 
surf rolling in upon the beach,) where, by means 
of this invention, every one on board was saved 
—men, women, and children, and even infants in 
their mothers’ arms. As Captain Ottinger, with 
a laudable public spirit, has, for many years, 


devoted his valuable invention to the use of the | 


United States, and has received no compensation 
therefor, the committee deemed his claim for some 
remuneration not unreasonable. 

No objection being made, the bill was laid aside 
to be reported to the House, with’a recommend- 
ation that it do pass. 


JOHN M’NIEL. 


An act (S. No. 100) releasing to the legal rep- | 


resentatives of John McNiel, deceased, the title 


of the United States to a certain tract of land. 
Mr. COBB. This bill was ordered to be re- 

ported back from the Committee on Public Lands. 

Since it was reported, some facts have come to | 


light which probably would change the views of | 


the committee. I therefore object to it. 
_ We are now through with the Calendar, I be- | 
lieve, and I desire to atone fora little piece of | 
= hae I was guilty of some time since. | 
Under a state of excitement, I objected to two | 
House bills, (Nos. 447 and 448,) without even 


hearing the reports read. I acknow the | 
folly, and @8k leave of the committee to wi wh 
the objection I made to those bills. | 

Mr. GROW. I would suggest to the gentle- | 


man from Alabama that we go back upon the. 





Mr. UNDERWOOD. I trust we shall now 
turn back and begin at the head of the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will decide 
that as the regular course of proceeding, unless 
the committee determine to rise. 

Mr. BURNETT. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bills to the House. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope we will 
rise, for we have been here long enough for one 


ay. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Al- 
abama asks the unanimous consent of the com- 
mittee to withdraw his objection to two cases 
which he has indicated. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to foing 

| back. Let us go to the head of the Calendar i 
you want to go through it again. 

Mr. NICHOLS. [| ask unanimous consent to 
withdraw my objection to Senate bill (No. 73) 
authorizing Mrs. Jane Smith to enter certain 
lands in the State of Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee objects to going back. The committee 
| having refused to rise, the Chair will now order 
the Clerk to begin at the commencement of the 
Calendar. 

Mr. MILLSON. I move that the committee 
rise and report the bills; and I ask for tellers on 


) || that motion. 
nited States revenue service, represents | 


Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jewert and 
| CLEMENS were appointed. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported 
—ayes seventy-nine, noes not counted, 

To the motion was agreed to. 
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No objection being made, the bill was laid aside | 
to be reported to the House, with a recommenda- | 


| 


| 


: 








row, and any gentleman who desires a separate 
vote can ask for it. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. That wil) 
cut off all the bills remaining on the Calendar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As it is suggested that 
it will retard the progress of business, [ withdraw 
the motion, 

Mr. GROESBECK. Objection was made to. 
day to the bill for the relief of William Rich, but 
the gentleman who made it afterwards offered to 
withdraw it. I now ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to discharge the Committee of the 
Whole House from the further consideration of 
that bill. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will say to the 
gentleman from Ohio that if this is the case of 
the late chargé to Mexico, I should have objected 
to it, if his colleague had not. 

Mr. STANTON. I would suggest that the titles 
of the bills be read, and let gentlemen indicate 
such as they demand a separate vote upon. 

The SPEAKER. If it is the pleasure of the 
House, the previous question will be seconded 
upon all the bills in gross. The titles will then 
be read, and separate votes can be taken upon such 
bills as gentlemen may designate. 

Mr. STANTON. I think that will be the best 


course. 

Mr. HOUSTON. If the previous question 
should be seconded upon all the bills to-night, the 
House could then adjourn, and gentlemen would 


|| have time over night to examine the bills, and be 


} 


prepared in the morning to indicate such bills as 


|| they desire separate votes upon. 


| 


. . ! 
| So the committee rose; and the Speaker having 


resumed the chair, Mr. Wasusrune, of Illinois, | 


reported that the Committee of the Whole House 
| had, according to order, had the Private Calendar 


| under consideration, and had directed him to re- | 


| port sundry bills to the House, some with and 
| some without amendments, with a recommenda- 


tion that they do pass; also sundry adverse re- | 


ports from the Court of Claims, with a recom- 
mendation that some of them be concurred in and 
| others be referred to the Committee of Claims. 


D. O. DICKINSON. 


Mr. CHAFFEE obtained the floor. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. With the 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to say that I objected 
in committee to House bill (No. 362) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. Mary Ann Henry, because the pen- 
sion of fifty dollars per month is more than is al- 
lowed to officers of the same grade by law. I 
understand that the gentleman having charge of 
the bill is willing to take thirty dollars per month, 
with the understanding that that amendment shall 
be made. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object. 

The previous question was then seconded, and 


|| the main question ordered to be put, upon all the 


permission of the gentleman from Massachusetts, | 


{ desire to ask the unanimous consent of the 


House to discharge the Committee of the Whole | 


| House from the further consideration of House | 
bill (No. 446) for the relief of D. O. Dickenson, | 


a constituent of mine. It is a bill to 


pay him | 


$108 75 for services rendered in connection with | 


_ keeping a light in Waukegan harbor. 
There being no objection, the Committee of the 


Whole House was discharged from the further | 
| consideration of the bill, and it was brought be- | 


| fore the House to be considered with the bills re- 
| ported from the Committee of the Whole House. 


| PRIVATE BILLS REPORTED BACK. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. 

| question on the bills. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
| there, Senate bill (No. 189) for the relief of Ru- 
| fus Dwinel, which was reported to the House with 
| the understanding that a separate vote should be 


I now demand the previous 


|| had upon it by yeas and nays. 
| The SPEAKE 


| Chair will propound the question to the House, 
on seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
tion upon ail the bills. The bills will then be re- 
ported, and gentlemen can indicate those upon 
which they desire separate votes. 
‘ Mr. GROW. I think there is only one such 
ill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there any other bill upon 
which a separate vote is desired? 

Mr. COBB. I should like to have a separate 
vote on bill (No. 504) for the relief of Elizabeth 
McBrier, surviving child and heir of Colonel Arch- 
ibald Loughry, deceased. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. As we passed aoe the 
Calendar to-day many bills were read which 1 did 
not feel disposed to object to. I thought they were 
worthy of consideration, and did not like to ob- 


There is one bill | 


R, If there be no objection, the | 


| 


} 





} 
| 
i 
| 
j 
| 


struct their consideration by a single objection. I 


do, however, desire a separate, vote upon those 


Calendar to bill No, 367, and take up those bills || bills, and i desire to make the motion indicated 


which did not have a proper consideration. 


‘by the Chair, that the bills be read over to-mor- 


|) 8 


bills reported. 

Mr. GARNETT. 
now adjourn. 

Mr. GROW. I appeal to the gentleman from 
Virginia to allow us to pass such of the bills re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House 
as there is no objection to, and then we can act 
upon the others to-morrow morning. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The objection to that is, that 
I cannot tell what bills to designate, as those upon 
which I desire a separate vote, without taking 
some time to look over the list. If the House 
should now adjourn we should then have time to 
look over the list and be prepared te act upon 
them understandingly to-morrow. 

Mr. GROW. If the gentleman objects to my 
proposition, of course I cannot press it. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky. If we ad- 
journ without acting upon these bills to-night, 
we shall take up a great part of the day to-mor- 
row with them, and shall do great injustice to 
the remainder of the cases on the Private Cal- 
endar. If gentlemen have attended to the prog- 
ress of business in committee to-day, they do 
not need additional time to look over the lists to 
see what bills they want a separate vote upon. 
I think we ought to go through with these bills 
to-night, and then we can to-morrow go over 
again with that part of the Calendar which has 
heretofore been d over. 

Mr. GARN - I will withdraw my mo- 
tion to adjourn. 

Mr. LETCHER. It strikes me that the most 
satisfactory mode of getting along with this busi- 
ness is to read over these bills to-night, and then 
in the morning indicate upon what ones a sepa- 
rate vote is desired. I take it, that if we under- 
take to these bills through toa vote to-night, 
we shall be likely to have the yeas and nays three 
times where we should have them but once in the 
morning. 

Then, sir, I see nothing in the objection of my 
friend from Kentucky, about the remaining cases 
on the Calendar. To-morrow is not objection 
day; it is debating day, and you must either pass 
over. which give rise to debate, and which will 


ive Gissatisfaction to those gentlemen who desire 


I move that the House do 


‘| to dispose of Buch bills, or you must take them 
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dispose of them in their regular order; 
— ts know of my friend from Kentucky 
he will get through with the Calendar? 

Mr. GROW. I see no objection to the propo- 
sition made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Sranton] to read over the list of bills which have 
been reported, and let gentlemen indicate upon 
what ones they desire a separate vote, pass such 
as there is no objection to, and allow the others 
to go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. ‘The objection to 
that, | expect, is that there are gentlemen here 
now who have not been here during the day, and 
who want time to look over the list, in order to 
determine which bills to object to, and upon 
which to demand a separate vote. 

Mr. LETCHER. There are, I understand, 
eizh:y-nine bills reported from the Committee of 
the Whole. Now, I understand that it is pro- 
posed to read over the titles of all these bills in 
ten minutes, and give gentlemen only that time 
to determine upon what bills they want a separate 


up 
and 
how 


vote. 

Mr. BURNETT. I will say to my friend from 
Virginia that, if he had been here all day listening 
to the reading of the bills and reports in commit- 
tee, he would have prepared to determine without 
any delay what bills, in his judgment, ought to 
pass, and what ought not. I say to gentlemen | 
that it is their own fault if they have not paid at- 
tention in committee to-day to the reading of bills, 
when a single objection would have prevented 
any bill from being reported; and now, to delay 
action in the House upon these bills until morn- 
ing, would be doing injustice to the other cases 
on the Calendar. I hope these bills will be acted | 
upon to-night, and that we shall go over the bal- | 
ance of the Calendar to-morrow. 

Mr. LETCHER. Iwill say to my friend from | 


Kentucky that I think I have been here to-day || 
|| tofore paid to Mary C. Hamilton, widow of Cap- 


much more of the time than he has been. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have been here the whole 
day, except while I was absent at dinner. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks he has | 
indulged this irregular debate long enough. The 
titles of the bills reported by the committee will | 
now be read over, and gentlemen can indicate 
upon which ones they desire separate votes. 

The following House bills and joint resolutions | 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with- | 
out amendment, and upon which a separate vote 


was not asked, were ordered to be severally en- || 


grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, | 


they were accordingly read the third time and || 


assed: 

A bill (No. 344) for the relief of Captain Stan- | 
ton Sholes; 

A bill (No. 345) for the relief of Nancy Magill, 
of Ohio; 
A bill (No. 346) for the relief of William Sut- 
ton; 

A bill (No. 347) for the relief of Joseph Webb; 

A bill (No. 353) for the relief of Eli W. Goff; 

A bill (No. 356) for the relief of Roswell Mi- 
nard, father of Theodore Minard, deceased; 
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A bill (No. 486) for the relief of Alonzo and 
—s . Colby; 

A bill (No. 169) making an appropriation for 
the payment of clerks employed in the offices of 
the registers of the land offices at Oregon and 
Winchester, in the Territory of Oregon; 

A — 490) for the relief of Isaac Body and 
Samuel Fleming; 

A joint resolution (No. 24) for the relief of | 
Henry Orndorf; 

A bill (No. 492) for the relief of John Dearmit; 

A bill (No. 493) for the relief of Stuckey and | 
Rogers; 

A bill (No. 494) for the relief of William Doty | 
and others; 

Joint resolution (No. 25) authorizing the Post- | 
master General to revise and adjust the accounts | 
of Kimball and Moore, and Moore and Walker; | 

A bill (No. 496) for the relief of the legal rep- | 
resentatives of Henry King, deceased; 

A bill (No. 502) for the relief of Samuel W. | 
and Alvin A. Turner; 

A bill (No. 503) forthe relief of Job Stafford, | 
of the State of New York; 
A bill (No. 510) for the relief of Dr. George H. || 
Howell; | 

A bill (No. 511) for the relief of Nehemiah S. 
Draper and William Holden, heirs-at-law of | 
Mary Draper, deceased; 
A bill (No, 512) for the relief of Elijah Close, | 
of Tennessee; 

A bill (No. 513) granting an invalid pension to 
William Howell, of Tennessee; 

A bill (No. 514) granting an invalid pension to 
Conrad Schroeder; 

A bill (No. 515) granting an invalid pension to 
Alexander S. Bean, of Pennsylvania; 

A bill (No. 516) for the relief of Michael A. 
Davenport, of Illinois; 

A bill (No. 518) to continue the pension here- 










} 


tain Fowler Hamilton, late of the United States 
Army; 
A bill (No. 520) for the relief of William Bul- | 
lock; 
A bill (No. 522) for the relief of Wright Fore; 
A bill (No. 523) for the relief of Wyatt Grif- | 
fith; 
A bill (No. 524) for the relief of Francis Car- | 
ver; 
| A bill (No. 525) for the relief of Robinson | 
Gammon; 
| A bill (No. 526) for the relief of Frederick | 


A bill (No. 527) for the relief of Phineas G. 
Pearson; 

A bill (No. 528) for the relief of Judith Nott; 

A bill (No. 529) for the relief of John C. Rath- | 
| bun; | 

A bill (No. 530) for the relief of Stephen Fel- | 
lows; 

A bill (No. 531) for the relief of John Perry, of | 


Illinois; | 


ae 


ee motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
ta 








The latter motion was an . 

The following Senate » reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House without amend- 
ment, were ordered to a third reading; and they 
were accordingly severally read the third time, 


and passed: 


inant (No. 81) for the relief of Laurent Mil- 
laudon; 

An act (No. 70) for the relief of John Dick, of 
Florida; 

An act (No. 185) for the relief of Anna M. E. 
Ring, Louisa M. Ring, Cordelia E. Ring, and 
Sarah J. De Lannoy; 

An act (No. 52) for the relief of William B. 
Trotter; 

An act (No. 59) for the relief of James G. 
Benton, E. B. Babbitt, and James Longstreet, of 
the United States Army; 

An act (No. 96) for the relief of Susanna T. 
Lea, widow and administratrix of James Mag- 
lenen, late of the city of Baltimore, deceased; 

Anact (No. 35) for the relief of Michael Kinny, 
late a private in company I, eighth regiment Uni- 
ted States Army; 

Anact (No. 136) for the relief of John B. Hand; 

An act (No. 145) for the relief of Brevet Major 
James L. Donaldson, assistant quartermaster 
United States Army; 

An act (No. 117) for the relief of William Al- 
len, of Portland, in the State of Maine; 

An act (No 95) explanatory of an act entitled 
** An act for the relief of Dempsey Pittman,’ 


|| approved August 16, 1856; 


An act (No. 74) for the relief of J. Willcox 
Jenkins; 

An act (No. 208) for the relief Fabius Stanley; 

An act (No. 92) for the relief of George A. 
O’Brien; 

2 act (No. 189) for the relief of Rufus Dwinel; 
an 

An act (No. 67) for the relief of Jonas P. Kel- 
ler. 

Mr. CHAFFEE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the foregoing Senate bills were passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid upon the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The following bills reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House, with amendments, were 


|| then taken up and disposed of as follows: 


A bill (H. R. No. 456) granting an invalid pen- 


Smith; | sion to Brevet Major John Jones, of Tennessee; 


| reported with an amendment to strike out, in line 


|| six, the words * twenty-five” and insert ** om 
|| so that it shall read, ‘* forty dollars per month,’’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; and, being en- 
| grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
| and passed. 

Mr. BURNETT moved to reconsider the vote 





A hill (No. 532) for the relief of Ebenezer | 
Hitchcock; 








a (No. 42) granting a pension to Mary A. 
. Jones; 

A bill (No. 366) for the relief of John Duncan; 

A bill Ne. 4813 for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Jean Baptiste Devidrine; 

A bill (No. 452) for the relief of Dr. Thomas 
Antisell; 

A bill (No. 453) for the relief of Robert W. 
Cushman, formerly an acting purser in the Uni- 
ted States Navy; 

Joint resolution (No. 22) for the relief of Mi- 
chael Pappreniza; 

A bill (No. 455) for the relief of Micajah 
Brooks; 

A bill (No. 457) for the relief of Kennedy 
O’Brien; 


A bill (No. ae) grating an invalid pension to || 


Slee Saree _ irginia; in 
il oO. ting an invalid pension to 
Berab Wright ») New York; - oy 
i o. 461 ing an invali sion to 
John fens of the State of Laine; a 
A bill (No. 464) for the relief of Cornelius H. 


tham; 
A = (No. 476) for the relief of James 


umph; 
A bill (No, 480) for the relief of Ferdinand 0. 
er; . 


A bill (No. 481) for the relief of Dinah Minis; 


| of New York; 
A bill (No. 534) for the relief of Allen Smith; 
A bill (No. 535) for the relief of David Wat- 


son; 

A bill (No. 543) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John McDonough, deceased, late 
of Louisiana; 

A bill (No. 547) for the relief of Benjamin 
Wakefield; 

A bill (No. 569) for the relief of Gardner and 
Vincent and others; 

A bill (No. 570) for the relief of Lieutenant 
Loomis L. Langdon; 

A bill (No. 571) for the relief of David McClure, 
administrator of Joseph McClure, deceased ; 

A bill (No. 572) for the relief of Lewis W. 
Broad well; 

A bill (No. 573) for the relief of Thomas Ha- 
sam and B. S. Brewster; 

A bill (No. 575) for the relief of Robert A. 


vidge; 
A bill (No. 576) for the relief of Douglass Ot- 
tinger; and 
bill (No. 446) for the relief of D. O. Dickin- 


son. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the foregoing bills and 
joint resolutions were passed; and also moved 


A bill (No. 533) for the relief of Shove Chase, || 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
| lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to, 
|| Anact (S. No. 9]) to continue a pension to 
|| Christine Barnard, widow of the late Brevet Ma- 
| jor Moses J. Barnard, United States Army, re- 
|| ported with an amendment to strike out ** thirty,”’ 
|| in line five, and insert ** twenty-tive,’’ so as to 
|| make it read ** twenty-five dollars per month.”’ 
‘|| Mr. SINGLETON. Isincerely hope the House 
|| will not agree to thisamendment, It bas passed 
|| the Senate in this present shape; and if it is 
‘| amended, it wili have to go back to the Senate, 
‘| and there will be great danger that it will be lost 
|| in the pressure of business. I hope the House 
will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. READY. Mc. Speaker, I hope the amend- 
ment to the Senate bill, reported by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, will not be adopted. Out 
of the large number of private bills which the 
House has passed to-day, lam sure there is not 
one more meritorious t this. Mrs. Barnard 
is the widow of one of the most galiant officers 
who served in the Mexican war. | happen to 
have a personal knowledge of her. She is among 
the most retiring and amiable women I have ever 
known. Her late husband, Brevet Major Bar- 
nard, was twice wounded while heroically at- 
tempting to plant the-standard of his country on 
the walls of Chepultepec, of which wound he died 
about a year afterwards. He left a widow witha 
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May 29, 








family of infant children, one of whom is an only 


son, and a cripple for life, to be supported and 
his bereaved mother. The only 
verty, and a 


taken care of b 
inheritance he left to his family, is ¢ 
op te honorably, nobly earned in the service 
of his country. ith the heart of a true and 
lovely woman, she is bowed down with grief, and 
mourns the loss of that gallant husband as if he 
had left her but yesterday, while she devotes her- 
self, with a mother’s solicitude, to the care and 
oe oe 

such a case will not excite just and generous emo- 
tions in the Representatives of this great nation ? 
The Senate bill provides but a reasonable stipend 
for so meritorious a case, and I trust it will, as it 
ought to, pass without the reduction proposed by 
the amendment. 


Mr. QUITMAN. AsI reported the amend- | 
ilitary Affairs, it | 
is proper that I should state that that committee | 


ment from the Committee on 


had determined to deal justly and equally with 
all the citizens of the United States; and as the 
proper pension given in such cases as this was 
twenty-five dollars per month, wesaw no reason 
why we should discriminate, even in favor of the 
idee of a brave officer. We were governed by a 
sense of our duty to the country and not by our 
sympathy with any individual case. 

Mr. SINGLETON. May I beallowed to say 
one word more? 

Mr. HOUSTON. 
cussion. 

The question was taken on the amendment; 
and it was not agreed to. 


I object to any further dis- 


i 





| 
| 
} 


| 
| 


Mr. KELSEY moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed, and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. There are several billsupon 
which rate votes were asked. 

Mr. STANTON. I think those separate votes 
had better be taken in the morning; and therefore 
I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; aul thereupon the 


ort of her orphan children. Can it be, that || House (at seven o’clock and thirty-five minutes, 


p- m.) adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Sarurpay, May 29, 1858. 


Prayer by Rev. D. Baur. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


| ate a report of the Secretary of War, in answer 
| toa resolution of the Senate relative to the im- 


|| provement of the channel of the Potomac river; 


| which was ordered to lie on the table. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of E. K. 


carrying the mail between New York and Liver- 


| pool, with interest; which was referred to the 
| Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 


The bill was then ordered to be read a third | 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 


and passed. 
Mr. SINGLETON moved to reconsider the 


t ich the bi ‘ ; red || x c 
vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved On motion of Mr. BELL, it was 


to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


A bill (H. R. No. 458) for the relief of Evelina || 


Porter, widow of the late Commodore David Por- 
ter, of the United States Navy, reported with an 


| 
i] 


PAPERS REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial of Georgiana M. Lewis, wid- 


|| ow of Armstrong J. Lewis, be recommitted to the Commit- 
'| tee on Naval Affairs. 


amendment to strike out the words *‘ her death,”’ | 


and insert in lieu thereof the words ‘* such inter- || 


marriage;’’ so as to provide that the pension shall | 


cease at the date of her intermarriage. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read || 


a third time; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ing read the third time and passed. 
ri 


Ordered, That the joint resolution (S. No. 26) for the 
benefit of the nearest male heir of the late Brigadier Gene- 
ral Towson, United States Army, deceased, be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


| MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. A.ten, its Clerk, announced that the 


| House of Representatives had passed the follow- | 


| ing bills of the Senate: 


ELLIOTT moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved to 
lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
he latter motion was agreed to. 


A bill (C. C. No. 81) for the relief of the heirs |) 


of William Turvin, deceased, reported with an 
amendment to insert ‘at the rate of $1 25 per 
acre,’’ so as to make it read *‘ upon any public 


} 


nited States Army; 
An act (No. 81) for the relief of Laurent Mil- 


| laudon; 


An act (No. 70) for the relief of John Dick, of 


'| Florida; 


lands subject to entry or private sale, at the rate | 


et 25 per acre.”’ 
he amendment was agreed to. 
The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 


grossed and read a third time; and being engrossed || 


it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of New York, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to be the motion to reconsider 
on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

A bili (H. R. No. 506) forthe relief of Horatio 


Boultbee, reported with an amendment to strike || 


out “$515,” and to insert, “ $588 50.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 

grossed, and read a third time; and, being en- 
grossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, moved to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved to be the motion to reconsider 
upon the table. ' 

The latter motion was a to. 

A bill (H.R. No. 521) increasing the pension 
of Anthony Walter Bayard, of Bel te, in the 
State of Pennsylvania, reported with an amend- 
ment to strike out ‘ twenty,’’ and insert ‘ ten,’”’ 
so that it shall read, * pension at ten dollars per 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill, as amended, was ordered to be en- 
grossed and.reada third time;and being engrossed, 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


} 
' 


An act (No. 185) for the relief of Anna M. E. 


| Ring, Louisa M. Ring, Cordelia E. Ring, and | 


Sarah J. De Lannoy; 


An act (No. 52) for the relief of William B. | 


Trotter; 

An act (No. 59) for the relief of James G. Ben- 
| ton, E. B. Babbitt, and James Longstreet, of the 
United States Army; 

An act (No. 91) to continue a pension to Chris- 
| tine Barnard, widow of the late Brevet Major 
| Moses J. Barnard, of the United States Army; 
| An act (No. 96) for the relief of Susanna T. 
| Lea, widow and administratrix of James Maglen- 
| en, late of the city of Baltimore, deceased; 

An act (No. 67) for the relief of Jonas P. Kel- 
er; 
} 
| 


An act (No. 92) for the relief of George A. 
O’Brien; 
An act (No. 95) explanatory of an act entitled 
**An act for the relief of Dempsey Pittman,’’ ap- 
proved August 16, 1856; 
An act (No. 117) for the relief of William Al- 
len, of Portland, in the State of Maine; 

An act ae 136) for the relief of the heirs of 
John B. Hand; 
An act (No. 145) for the relief of Brevet Major 
James L. Donaldson, assistant quartermaster, 
United States Army; — : 
An act (No. 208) for the relief of Fabius Stan- 


"he act (No. 106) for the relief of Elijah F 
Smith, Gilman H. Perkins, and Charles F 
An act (No. 330) for the relief of Stephen R. 


‘An act (No 338) for the relief of Caleb Sher- 
man; 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- | 


| Collins, and associates, praying for the payment | 
| of the amount due them under the contract for | 


An act (No. 35) for the relief of Michael Kin- | 
|| ny, late a private in company I, eighth regiment | 


. Smith ;. 


A joint resolution (No. 38) for the relief o; 
John Grayson. 

The m further announced that the House 
had passed the following bills, in which the cop. 
currence of the Senate was requested: 

A bill (No. 344) for the relief of Captain Stan. 
rh bill (No. 345) f 

i 0.345) for the relief of Nancy Magi) 
of Ohio; 7 

A bill (No. 346) for the relief of William Sutton. 

A bill (No. 347) for the relief of Joseph Webb. 

A bill (No. 353) for the relief of Eli W. Goff: 

A bill (No. 356) for the relief of Roswell Mj. 
nard, father of Theodore Minard, deceased; 

A bill (No. 42) granting a pension to Mary A. 
i| M. Jones; 

A bill (No. 366) for the relief of John Duncan. 

A bill (No. 541) for the relief of Jean Baptiste 
Devidrine; 

A’ bill (C. C. No. 81) for the relief of the heirs 
| of William Tarvin, deceased; 

A bill (No. 169) making an appropriation for 
| the payment of clerks employed in the offices of 
the registers of the land offices at Oregon City and 


——— SEE? 

An act (No. 189) for the relief of Ruf 
Be acon ( ) us Dwi- 
\ 


Winchester, in the Territory of Oregon; 

A bill (No. 452) for the relief of 
Antisell; 

A bill (No. 453) for the relief of Robert W. 
Cushman, formerly an acting purser in the United 
States Navy; 

A bill (No. 455) for the relief of Micajah Brooks; 

A bill (No. 456) granting an invalid pension to 
Brevet Major John Jones, of Tennessee; 

A bill (No. 457) for the relief of Kennedy 
O’Brien; 

A bill (No. 458) for the relief of Evelina Porter, 
widow of the late Commodore David Porter, of 
the United States Navy; 
|| __A bill (No. 459) granting an invalid pension to 
|| Silas Stevens, of Virginia; 
|| A bill (No. 460) granting an invalid pension to 
|| Beriah Wright, of New York; 

A bill (No. 461) granting an invalid pension to 
'| John Lee, of the State of Maine; 

_ A bill (No. 446) for the relief of D. O. Dick- 
inson; 

A bill (No. 464) for the relief of Cornelius H. 
Latham; 

A bill (No. 480) for the relief of Dr. Ferdinand 
|| O. Miller; 
| <A bill (No. 481) for the relief of Dinah Minis; 
|| A bill (No. 486) for the relief of Alonzo and 
|| Elbridge G. Colby; 
| A bill (No. 490) for the relief of Isaac Body 

and Samuel Fleming; 

A bill (No. 492) forthe relief of John Dearmit; 

A bill (No. 493) for the relief of Stuckey and 
Rogers; 

A bill (No. 494) for the relief of William Doty 
and others; 

A bill (No. 496) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Henry King, deceased ; 

A bill (No. 502) for the relief of Samuel W. 

| and Alvin A. Turner; 
| <A bill (No. 503) for the relief of Job Stafford, 
| of the State of New York; 

A bill (No. 506) for the relief of the adminis- 
trator of Horatio Boultbee, deceased; 

A bill (No. 510) for the relief of Dr. George H. 
Howell; 

A bill (No. 511) for the relief of Nehemiah S. 
Draper and William Holden, heirs-at-law of 
Mary Draper, deceased ; 

A bill (No. 512) for the relief of Elijah Close, 
of Tennessee; 

A bill _ 513) yes an invalid pension to 


r. Thomas 


| 








bi ny ee Se 
i o. 514) granting an invalid pension to 
Conrad ead aa ” 


A bill (No. 515) granting an invalid pension to 
Alexander 8. Bean, of Pe lvania; 
A bill (No. 516) for the. relief of Michael A 


a of Illinois; 

A bill (No. 518) to continue the ion here- 

tofore paid to Mary C. Hamilton, widow of Cap- 

tain Fowler C. Hamilton, late of the United States 
rmy; 

an bin (No. 520) for the relief of William Bul- 


A bill (No. 522) for the relief of Wright Fore, 
‘ - bill (No. 323) for the relief of Wyatt Grif- 
‘ : 
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bill (No. 524) for the relief of Francis Car- 
velS pill (No. 526) for the relief of Frederick 
Smits (No. 527) for the relief of Phineas G. 


Pe il ( No. 528) for the relief of Judith Nott; 
A bill (No. 529) for the relief of John C. Rath- 


A bill (No. 530) for the relief of Stephen Fel- 


ow bill (No. 531) for the relief of John Perry, | 
of Illinois; R 
A bill (No. 532) for the relief of Ebenezer 


Hitchcock; , 
A bill (No. 533) for the relief of Shore Case, of | 
New York; : 
A bill (No. ies} for the relief of Allen Smith; | 
A bill (No. 535) for the relief of David Wat- | 


', bill (No. 543) for the relief of the legak rep- | 
resentatives of John McDonough, deceased, late 
of Louisiana; 


A bill (No. 525) for the relief of Robinson Gam- 


mon; 
A bill (re: 547) for the relief of Benjamin 
Wakefield; 
A bill (No. 569) for the relief of Gardner and | 
Vincent and others; 
A bill (No. 570) for the relief of Lieutenant 


b | 


A bill Sam 571) for the relief of David Mc- | 
Clure, administrator of Joseph McClure, de- | 
ceased; 

A bill (No. 572) for the relief of Lewis W. 
Broadwell; 

A bill (No. 573) for the relief of Thomas Ha- | 
sam and B. S. Brewster; 

A bill (No. 575) for the relief of Robert A. 
Davidge; 
A bill (No. 576) for the relief of Douglass Ot- | 
tinger; 

joint resolution (No. 24) for the relief of | 
Henry Orndorf; 

A joint resolution (No. 22) for the relief of | 
Michael Pappreniza; 

A joint resolution (No. 25) authorizing the | 
Postmaster General to revise and adjust the | 
accounts of Kimball & Moore, and Moore & | 
Walker; 

A bill (No. 462) granting an invalid pension to 
James Fugate, of Missouri; 

A bill (No. 504) for the relief of Elizabeth Mc- | 
Brier, only surviving child and heir of Colonel | 
Archibald Loughery, deceased; and 

A bill (No. 585) to establish certain post roads. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


The mes further announced that the Pres- | 
ident of the United States approved and signed, | 
on the 10th of May: an act making appropriations | 
for the support of the Military Academy for the | 
year ending the 30th of June, 1859; on the 18th | 
of May, an act to authorize the vestry of Wash- 
ington parish to take and inclose certain parts of | 
streets in Washington city, for the purpose of ex- | 
tending the Washington cemetery, and for other | 
purposes; and on the 24th of May the following | 
acts and joint resolution: 

An act for the relief of Isaac Drew, and other 
settlers upon the public lands, in the State of 
Wisconsin; 

An act for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Pierre Broussard, dece ; 

An act to revive an act entitled ‘An act for the 
relief of the heirs, or their legal representatives, 
of William Conway, Gumnacsd;’ . 

An act for the relief of William Smith, deceased, 
late of Louisiana; 

An act for the relief of Regis Loisel, or his legal 
representatives; 

A joint resolution for paying the compensation | 
of sten hers employed by committees of the 
House of 
_ Anactto prevent the inconvenient accumulation 
in the Post 
terly returns; 











mond; 

An act for the relief of Thomas Smithers; 

An act for the relief of Pierre Gagnon, of Nat- 
chitoches, Louisiana; 
_ An act to amend an act entitled “An act grant- 
ing a pension to Ansel Wilkinson;” 



































An act to increase the pension of John Rich- | 


An act for the relief of Isanc Carpenter; || A bill (No. 117) for the relief of William Allen, 


An act for the relief of Brevet 
Kendrick; 
Anact for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Marie Malines; and 
An act to create a land district in the Territory 
of New Mexico. | 
| 


ajor H. L. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee on Claims, to | 
whom was referred the petition of G. W. Bluford, | 


submitted an adverse report; which was ordered || jp 


to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. No. 244) for the relief of 
Henry G. Carson, and the opinion of the Court 
of Claims adverse to the claim, submitted a re- | 
port concurring in the decision; which was or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. IVERSON, from the Committee on Claims, 
to whom were referred the bill (H. R. No. 254) 
for the relief of William Hutchinson, and the bill 
(H. R. No, 334) for the relief of Simeon Stedman, 
asked to be discharged from their further consid- 
eration, and that they be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs and Militia; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the report of the Court of Ciaims | 
adverse to the claim of Arthur Edwards, J. Owen, | 
and J. Davis, asked to be discharged from its fur- | 
ther consideration, and that it be referred to the | 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads; | 
which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. No. 335) for the re- 
lief of Susannah Redman, widow of Lloyd Red- 
man, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. 
nance, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
466) making appropriations for the expenses of 
collecting the revenue from customs, reported 1t 
without amendment. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred the bill (H. R. No. 199) making ap- 


propriations for the naval service for the year end- | 


mg the 30th of June, 1859, reported it with an 
amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Captain John B. Montgomery, submitted a re- 
port, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 418) for the 
relief of Captain John B. Montgomery. -The 
bill was read, and passed to a second reading, and 


|| the report was ordered to be printed. 


Mr. SIMMONS, from the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 
203) for the relief of George W. Brisco, reported 
it without amendment. 


NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. HAYNE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing the 
appointmentrof ten cadets at large to the Naval Academy, 
by the Executive, as provided with reference to the Mili- 
tary Academy. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


y 
oe had signed the following enrolled bills 
of the Senate: 


A bill (No. 67) forthe relief of Jonas P. Kel- 


— 
@ 


rT; 
A bill (No. 70) for the relief of John Dick, of 


Florida; 


ion bill (No. 74) for the relief of J. Willcox Jen- 
ins; 


laudon; 
A bill (No. 91) to continue a pension to Chris- 


|| tine Barnard, widow of the late Brevet Major 
presentatives; 


Moses J. Barnard, United States Army; 
A bill (No. 92) for the relief of Goeege A. 


Department of postmasters’ quar- | O’Brien; 


A bill (No. 95) explanatory of an act entitled 
‘* An act for the relief of Dempsey Pittman,”’ ap- 
proved August 16, 1856; 

A bill (No. 96) for the relief of Susannah T. 
Lea, widow and administratrix of James Ma- 
glenen, late of th > city of Baltimore, deceased; 

A bill (No. 106) for the reliefof Elijah F. Smith, 
Gilman H. Perkins, and Charles F. Smith; 


UNTER, from the Committee on Fi- | 


A message from the House of Representatives, | 
Mr. Aten, its Clerk, announced that the | 


A bad (No. 81) for the relief of Laurent Mil- | 
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Portland, in the State of Maine; 

A bill (Ne. 136) for the relief of John B. Hand; 

A bill (No. 145) So of Brevet Major 
James L.. Donaldson, assi t quartermaster Uni- 
ted States Army; , 

A bill (No. 185) for the relief of Anna M. E. 
Ring, Louisa M. Ring, Cornelia E. Ring, and 
Sarah J. De coon 
A bill (No. 189) for the relief of Rufus Dwinel; 
A bill (No. 208) for the relief of Fabius Stan- 


A bill (No. 330) for the relief of Stephen R» 
owan; 
A bill (No. 338) for the relief of Caleb Sher- 


man; 

A bill (No. 35) for the relief of Michael Kinny, 
late a private in company I, eighth regiment, Uni- 
ted States Army; 

A bill (No. 52) for the relief of William B. 

Trotter; 

A bill (No. 59) for the reliefof James G. Ben- 
| ton, E. B. Babbitt, and James Longstreet, of the 
United States Army; and 

A joint resolution (No. 38) for the relief of 

John Grayson. 


BILL REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. SLIDELL the bill (8. No. 
413) for the relief of Mrs. Ann Smith, widow of 
the late Brigadier General Persifer F. Smith, was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRINTING A REPORT. 


On motion of Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed one thousand additional 
copies of the reportof the Committee on Foreign Relations 
|| (No. 285) in relation to recent searches and seizures, by 
British cruisers, of American vessels in the Gulf of Mex- 
ico. 















| BILL BECOME A LAW. 

A message from the President of the United 
|| States, b Mr. Henry, his Secretary, announced 
|} that the President of the United States had this 
day approved and signed an act to amend the 
? Ret to incorporate the Columbia Institation 
\| for the instruction of the Deaf and Dumb and 
|| Blind.’ 


| 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred as indicated below: 

A bill (No. 42) granting a pension to Mary A. 
M. Jones—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 344) for the relief of Captain Stan- 
ton Shoales—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 345) for the relief of Nancy Magill, 
of Ohio—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 346) for the relief of William Sut- 
ton—to the Committee on Pensions. 
|| <A bill (No. 347) for the relief of Joseph Webb 
|| —to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 366) for the relief of John Dunean 
—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 455) for the relief of Micajah 
Brooks—to the Committee on Pensions. 
|| A bill (No. 456) granting an invalid pension to 
'| Brevet Major John Jones, of Tennessee—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 457) for the relief of Kennedy 
O’Brien—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 458) for the relief of Evelina Por- 
ter, widow of the late Commodore David Porter, 
of the United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (No. 459) granting an invalid pension to 
Silas Stevens, of Virginia—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (No. 460) granting an invalid pension to 
Beriah Wright, of New York—to the mittee 
on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 461) granting an invalid pension to 
John Lee, of the State of Maine—to the Commit- 
mare il (No. 463 invalid 

ill (No. an invali nsica to 
James Fugate, of Mnvcal-svqueOuimninse on 


} 





| 


| 


| 
| 
| 





| Pensions. 
‘| A bill (No. for the relief of Cornelius H. 
Latham—to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (No. 512) for the relief of Elijah Close, 
of Tennessee—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 513) granting an invalid pension to 
William Howell, of Tennessee—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 
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A bill (No. 514) grantng an invalid pension 
to Conrad Schroeder—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bilt (No. 515) granting an invalid pension to 
Alexander 8. Bean, of Penndylvania—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; 

A bill (No. 516) for the relief of Michael A. 
Davenport, of Illinois—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

A bill (No. 518) to continue the pension here- 








tofore paid to Wary C. Hamilton, widow of Cap- | 


tain Fowler C. Hamilton, late of the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 520) for the relief of William Bul- 
lock—to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (No. 522) for the relief of Wright Fore | 


—to the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (No. 523) for the relief of Wyatt Grif- 


fiih—to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (No. 524) for the relief of Francis Car- 


ver—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 525) for the relief of Robinson 
Gammon—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 526) for the relief of Frederick 
Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (No. 527) for the relief of Phineas G. | 


Pearson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 528) for the relief of Judith Nott— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 529) for the relief of John C. Rath- 
bun—to the Committee on Pensions 

A bill (No. 530) for the relief of Stephen Fel- 
lows—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No 531) for the relief of John Perry, of 
Illinois—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 532) for the relief of Ebenezer 
Hitcheock—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 533) for the relief of Shore Case, 
of New York—to the Committee on Pensions. 


A bill (No. 534) for the relief of Allen Smith | 


—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (No. 535) for the relief of David Wat- 
son—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (C. C. No. 81) for the relief of the heirs 
of William Tarvin, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

A bill (No. 452) for the relief of Thomas An- 
tisell—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 480) for the relief of Dr. Ferdinand 
O. Miller—to the Committee on Claims. 


A bill (No. 481) for the relief of Dinah Minis— | 


to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 486) for the velief of Alonzo and 
Elbridge G. Colb y—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 506) for the relief of the adminis- 
trator of Heratio Boultbee, deceased —to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 510) for the relief of Dr. George H. 
Howell—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 570) for the relief of Lieutenant 
Loomis L, Langdon—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 571) for the relief of David Mce- 
Clare, administrator of Joseph McClure, deceased 
—to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (No. 492) for the relief of John Dearmit 
—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

A bill (No. 493) for the relief of Stuckey & 
Rogers—to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

A bill (No. 494) for the relief of William Doty 
and others—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

A bill (No. 502) for the relief of Samuel W. 


and Alvin A. Taylor—to the Committee on the | 


Post Office and Post Roads. 

A bill (No. 572) for the relief of Lewis W. 
Broadwel!—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

A bill (No. 585) to establish certain post reads 
—to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

A bill (No. 353) for the relief of Eli W. Goff 
—to the Committee on Commerce, 

A bill (No. 446) for the relief of D. O. Dickin- 
son—to the Committee on Commerce. 

A bill (No. 569) for the relief of Gardner Vin- 


cent and others—to the Committee on Com- || proper construction is that itenables 


merce. 
A bill (No. 573) for the relief of Thomas Ha- 
sam and B, S. Brewster—to the Committee on 


ol thio 576) for the relief of Douglass Ot 
or relie = 
tinger—to the Committee on Commerce. 





| A bill (No. 511) for the relief of Nehemiah S. 
| Draper and William Holden, heirs-at-law of 
| Mary Draper, deceased—to the Committee on 
| Naval Affairs. 
| A bill (No. 547) for the relief of Benjamin 
| Wakefield—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
‘|| A bill (No. 453) for the relief of Robert W. 
| Cushman, formerly an acting purser in the Uni- 
- States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
| fairs. 
A bill (No. 169) making an appropriation for 
the payment of clerks employed in the offices of 
the registers of the land offices at Oregon City 
and Winchester, in the Territory of Oregon—to 
| the Committee on Public Lands. 
A bill (No. 490) for the relief of Isaac Body 
and Samuel Fleming—to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 





of the State of New York—to the Committee on 
|| Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 504) for the relief of Elizabeth Mc- 
Brier, only surviving child and heir of Colonel 
Archibald Loughery, deceased—to the Committee 

|| on Public Lands. 

A bill (No. 356) for the relief of Roswell Mi- 
nard, father of Theodore Minard, deceased—to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

A bill (No. 543) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of John McDonough, deceased, of 
Louisiana—to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 


A joint resolution (No. 24) for the relief of 


Henry Orndorf—to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

A joint resolution (No. 25) authorizing the 
Postmaster General to revise and adjust the ac- 
counts of Kimball & Moore, and Moore & 
Walker—to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 


A bill (No. 503) for the relief of Job Stafford, 


May 29, 


The Secretary read the resolution a 
to be vraag follows: en epee 


That an error in an act approved May II, 195, entitieg 


‘* An act to enlarge the Detroit and Saginaw lana distri 


in the State of M »’’ be corrected, by extenu 
limits of that portion of the Cheboygan district, &c 


“3g the 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
as amended, and the amendment was concurred 
| in, The joint resolution was ordered to be en. 
| grossed for a third reading, read the third time 
_and passed. ; 
' BRITISH AGGRESSIONS. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, the Senate pro- 
|| ceeded to consider the following sesolstions, re- 
e 


= by him yesterday, from the Committee on 
| Foreign Relations: 


Resolved, (as the judgment of the Senate,) That Aineri. 
| can vessels on the high seas, in time of peace, bearing the 
|| American flag, remain under the jurisdiction of the country 
| to which they belong, and, therefore, any visitation, moles. 
tation, or detention of such vessels by force, or by the ex. 
hibition of force, on the part of a foreign Power, is in dero. 
gation of the sovereignty of the United States. 
Resolved, That the recent and repeated violations of this 
| immunity, committed by vessels of war belonging to the 
navy of Great Britain, in the Gulf of Mexico, and the ad. 
| jacent seas, by firing into, interrupting, and otherwise forej- 
bly detaining them on their voyage, requires, in the judg. 
ment of the Senate, such unequivocal and final disposition 
of the subject, by the Governments of Great Britain and the 
United States, touching the rights involved, as shall pre- 
| clude, hereafter, the occurrence of like aggressions. 
Resolved, That the Senate fully approves the action of 
|| the Executive in sending a naval force into the infested seas 
| with orders * to protect all vessels of the United States on 
| the high seas, from search or detention, by the vessels of 
|, War of any other nation.”’ And it is the opinion of the Sen- 
|| ate, that, if it becomes necessary, such additional legislation 
| should be supplied in aid of the executive power as will 
make such protection effectual. 


(| Mr. MASON. It is not my purpose to make 
a speech on these resolutions. The report accom- 


|| panying them sets forth the reasons that actuated 


A joint resolution (No. 22) for the relief of || the Committee on Foreign Relations, and the au- 


| Michael Pappreniza—to the Committee on For- 
| eign Relations, 

A bill (No. 541) for the relief of Jean Baptiste 
| Devidrine—to the Committee on Private Land 
|| Claims. 

A bill (No. 496) for the relief of the legal rep- 
resentatives of Henry King, deceased—to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

A bill (No. 575) for the relief of Robert A. 
Davidge—to the Committee on Claims. 


LAND DISTRICT IN MICHIGAN. 


Mr. STUART. [ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate to introduce & joint resolution, of 
which I have not given previous notice, for the 
purpose of correcting an error in a bill that passed 
a few days ago. 

There being no objection, leave was granted 
to introduce a joint resolution (S. No. 47) to cor- 
rect an error in a certain act approved May 11, 
1858; which was read a first time, and passed toa 
second reading. 

Mr. STUART. I have a letter which states 
the error to have been committed in drawing the 
bill, in the Land Office. Lask for its passage 
now. 

| There being no objection, the joint resolution 
was read a second time, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

It authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to 

correct an error in the act approved May 11, 1858, 


:, entitled ** An actto enlarge the Detroit and Sagi- 


naw land district, in the State of Michigan,’’ by 
extending the limits of that portica of the Che- 


|| boygan district which has been attached to the 


| Detroit district, to the lines dividing ranges two 
and three west, instead of one and two west, the 
former being the line intended by the Department 


| as the western boundary of the addition to the 


| Detroit district. 


Mr. BIGLER. I would suggest to the Sena- 


| tor from Michigan that the resolution, it seems to 


| me, is very peculiar in its, terms. Why authorize 
the Secretary of the [nterior to correct the law? 
| Why not make the resolution the law? 
| Mr. STUART. _ I noticed that myself; but the 
im to divide 
| the districts as he wishes. 

Mr. BIGLER. Then authorize him to construe 

the law in that way. 

Mr, STUART. Let it be amended so as to 
say that **the law shall be sv as to read.” 
| | took this language because it was their own. 


| thorities for the conclusions at which they have 
|| arrived. I ask the Senate to consider them im- 
|| mediately, so that by taking the sense of the Sen- 
| ate on the resolutions, whatever aid they may 
|| carry may be supplied to the Executive, before 
| whom the question now properly remains in ad- 
justment between the two Governments. The 
first resolution enunciates, I think very clearly, 
| what the committee understand to be unquestion- 
ably the international law between the two Gov- 
ernments, and denies absolutely, for any purpose 
whatever, the right of visitation, whether accom- 
panied by search or otherwise, by any armed 
| ships, upon merchant vessels under the flag of 

another nation. The second resolution, after a 
_ brief summary of the facts, presents the true issue 
|| between the two Governments, as that of the right 
of visitation. The third resolution states its pres- 
ent posture before the Executive, and the sense 
| of the committee, that, unless when we receive a 
/commaunication from him hereafter, as to the re- 
, sults of the present correspondence, the national 
| Legislature shall be satisfied that there is no dan- 
| ger of the future recurrence of these aggressions, 
legislation should be supplied by Congress to 
' enable the public force oe the United States to 
| make good our claims. 

There can be no question, I think I may con- 
fidently say, but that the international law denies 
| absolutely any right of visitation upon the high 
|| seas in time of peace. It is a right that has been 
_ frequently claimed by foreign nations. I will not 
say that it has never been disclaimed by Great 

Britain, with whom we are now brought into ap- 
| parent collision, but if it has been | am not aware 
that England has ever disclaimed the right; but 
she has certainly exercised it in more instances 
| than one on our commerce, as well as that of other 
nations. The publicists ali agree, so far as I 
| have had access to them, that there is no right of 
| Visitation on the high sea: in time of . There 

is a right which seems to be conceded to a belli- 
gerent in a state of war; but that right is confined 
to the single object of ascertaining whether the 
vessel visited has on board contraband subjects. 
= Britain has extended it, it is true, in her 








wars, unjustly and against the remonstrance of 
other Pewere, ts a right when on board to search 
for enemies’ property; but that has always been 
denied - other nations. We were led into the 
war of 1812 by another extension of this claim 


on the part of Britain; which was, that she 


had a right to go on board,and look for contra- 
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4; and being thus rightfully on board, she 
bond look to seeif any of her Saleen were there, 
and impress them as seamen. 


right of visitation in for any purpose or 
under any pretext; and that, I believe, the spirit 
of this nation will make good for the protection 
of our commerce and for the honor of our flag— 
should the occasion for itever unfortunately arise. 
{| do not know that we can look, to satisfy the 

ublie mind, to better sources of information upon 
what is admitted as the law of nations, than into 
the decisions, upon such questions, properly pre- 
sented, by the most eminent jurists of this coun- 
tryand of England I will read, very briefly, from 
the opinion of the Supreme Court upon this ques- 
tion, in a case directly before it, and decided in 
1826. The opines was delivered by the late 
Judge Story. It is the case of the Marianna Flora, 
reported in 1lth Wheaton. He says: 

“ In considering these points, it is necessary to ascertain 
what are the rights and duties of armed and other ships, 
navigating the ocean in time of peace.”’ 

This was the case of the capture of an armed } 
ship belonging to the Portuguese, by an armed | 
ship of the United States, under circumstances | 
which will be stated: 

“ [t is admitted that the right of visitation and search does 
not, under such circumstances, belong to the public ships || 
ofany nation. This right is strictly a belligerent right, al- || 
lowed by the general consent of nations in time of war, and || 
limited to those occasions, It is true that it has been held l| 
in the courts of this country that American ships, offending | 
against our laws, and foreign ships, in like manner offend- 
ing within our jurisdiction, may, afterwards, be pursued | 
and seiged on the ocean, and :‘ghtfully brought into our || 
ports for adjudication. This, however, has never been sup. || 
posed to draw after it any right of visitation orsearch. The 
party, in such case, seizes at his peril. If he establishes || 
the forfeiture, he is justified ; if he fails, he must make full 
compensation in damages.’? 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 





} 

That is avhere an armed ship, under authority || 
of law, pursues a vessel of our own country for | 
breach of the laws of the country, or pursues a || 


foreign ship leaving our ports which has eommit- || 
ted a like breach: | 





“* Upon the ocean, then, in time of peace, all possess an || the mind of both Houses of Congress, is satisfied 


entire equality. Itis the common highway of all, appro- || 
priated to the use of all; and no one can vindicate to him- | 
self a superior or exclusive prer 
sails there with the unquestionable right of pursuing her 
own lawful business without interruption ; but whatever 
may be that business, she is bound to pursue it in such a | 
manner as not to violate the rights of others. The general | 
maxim in such cases is, sic utere tuo, ul non alienum | 
ledas.”? 

\ 

| 


Again: 

« Every vessel undoubtedly has a right to the use of so 
much of the ocean as she oce:pies, and as is essential to | 
her own movements. Beyond this, no exclusive right has | 
ever yet been recognized, and we see no reason for admit- | 
ting its existence. Merchant ships are in the constant habit | 
of approaching each other on the ocean, either to relieve | 


William Scott, (Lord Stowell,) in the case of the 
Le Louis, which I have also referred to in the 
mm s report. This was a case of the visitation and 
The report distinetly asserts that there is no | search of a French ship, supposed to be engaged 
in the slave trade, in 1817, 

vessel, so 

LS — eenents 

.; and the judge, in ae of the authority, 

declared, in a which d : 7 

and discriminating mind of that great jurist, that 

| no British statute, intended to affect 

other nations, or the citizens or subjects of other 
nations, had any validity on the high seas, if it 

| 

| 


|| is the great foundation of public law, which it mainly con- 


| navigation. In places where no local authority exists, where | 


i 
| ity and independence, no one State, or any of its subjects, | 
| 


tive were. Every ship || they indicate nothing more than that the time has | 


|| through the intervention of the executive povver, | 
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a British armed 
ht to be justified under an act of the 
passed in the reign of George 


istinguished the legal 
ights of 


was in contravention of the public law; and upon 
this question of visitation he says: 


“Upon the first question, whether the right of search ex- 
ists in.time of peace, I have to observe that two principles | 
of public law afe generally recognized as fundamental. One | 
is the perfect equality and entire independence of all distinct | 
States. Relative magnitude creates no distinction of right; 
relative imbecility, whether permanent or casual, gives no 
additional right to the more powerful neighbor ; and any ad- 
vantage seized upon that ground is mere usurpation. This 





cerns the peace of mankind, both in their politic and private | 
capacities, to preserve inviolate. The s¢cond is, that all na- 

tions being equal, all have an equal right to the uninter- | 
rupted use of the unappropriated parts of the ocean for their | 


the subjects of all States meet upon a footing of entire equal- 


has a right to assume or exercise authority over the subjects 
of another. I can find no authority that gives the right of 
interruption to the navigation of States in amity upon the | 


high seas, excepting that which the rights of war give to | 
both belligerents against neutrals.”’ 

Again: 

*¢ But at present, under the law, as now generally under- | 
stood and practiced, no nation can exercise a right of visit- | 
ation and search upon the common and unappropriated 
parts of the sea, save only on the belligerent claim. If it 
be asked why the right of search does not exist in time of | 
peace as well as in war, the answer is prompt: that it has | 
not the same foundation on which alone it is tolerated in | 
war—the necessities of self defense. They introduced it 
in war, and practice has established it. No such necessi- | 
ties have introduced it in time of peace, and no such prac- | 
tice has established it.”’ 


| 


I will say nothing more on the question of law. | 
The public mind of the country, and, I doubt not, | 


on that. Then as to the policy of the resolutions, | 


| arrived, most unfortunately impressed on us by | 

| the late occurrences in the Gulf of Mexico, of a | 

| very peculiar and remarkable character. I say it | 
is most impressively fixed on our mind that the | 

| time has arrived when this question must be set- | 

| tled, and settled forever. I trust it may be done | 

| in the correspondence which is pending between 

| the two countries. There is aap reason why it | 

| should be, and none why it should not be. But 

| even if it did not lead to war, the constant state 


their own distress, to procure information, or to ascertain | of irritation, angry feeling, and disposition to re- 


the character of strangers ; and, hitherto, there has never 


been supposed in such conduct any breach of the customary |! },; con i as : 
observances, or of the etrictest principles of the law of na. | bring the two countries into collision in some 


tions. In respect to ships of war sailing, as in the present 
case, under the authority of their Governments, to arrest 
pirates and other public offenders, there is no reason why 
they may not approach any vessels descried at sea, for the 
purpose of ascertai their real characters. Such a right 
seemns indis' e the fair and discreet exercise of 
their authority ; and the use of it cannot be justly deemed 
indicative of any to insult or injure those they ap- 
proach, or to impede them in their lawful commerce. On 
the other hand, it is as clear that no ship is, under such cir- 
cumstances, bound to lie by, or wait the approach of any 


other ship. She is atfull liberty to pursue her voyage in her | of cases that had occurred were comparatively | 


own way, and to use all necessary precaution to avoid any 
suspected sinister enterprise or hostile attack. She has a 
right to consult her own safety; but, at the same time, she 
must take care not to violate the rights of others. She may 
use any precautions dictated by the prudence or fears of her 
officers ; either as to delay, or the progress or course of her 
voyage; but she is not at liberty to inflict injuries upon 
other innocent parties, simply because of conjectural dan- 
gers. These principles seem to us the natural result of the 
common duties and rights of nations navigating the ocean 
in time of peace.” 


There is.a distinct disclaimer on the part of 
any public ship, in time of peace, to do more than 
approach and reconnoiter. There is a distinct 
denial of the right of an armed ship of any nation 
to interrupt, far less to board or to visit for any 
purpose, a ship of another nation under its flag 
on the hig h seas, in time of peace, and with the 
distinct decl tion 
tended to be visited is not bound to lie by or to 
wait, which, I suppose, would exclude any idea 
of the right of visuation. —— 

_ | will read a few extracts more from the decis- 
jon ofa very eminent English admiralty jurist, Sir 


ae 


| criminate or make reprisals, would necessarily | 
|| way. Whether that occurred or not, I say again, 
\| the character of the offenses that have been com- | 
| mitted are such as would so effectually arouse the | 
| most indignant feeling of the American people, 
that with every restraining power that Congress 





|| two countries from getting into acollision on the 
! sea on account of these acts. 


> } 
At the time the report was made, the number 


few. Every arrival from those seas brings to us 
instances of new aggressions, and some of them 
committed—and they are alluded to in the report, 


as is there stated —almost, if not actually in | 


| sight of the American coast. One was the case 
| of a coasting vessel, owned, I think, in New 
| York, a regular trader, bound on a domestic voy- 


| age from Mobile to New York, with a cargo of | 


| cotton, and she was fired into and actually struck, 
| until she lay to and enabled the visiting officer to 


\| come on board. Another, equally strong, was the 


' 
} 





a distant voyage to some port in Europe, which, 
between the Florida capesand the Island of Cuba, 
was in like manner fired into and arrested upon 
her homeward voyage, almost in sight of land. I 
and a.collision that must result in the abandon- 
ment of this right on the part of the American 
ople, or in making it good, unless the question 
be now settled, and definitively settled, between 
the two countries. 


that the mie pursued or in- || know it will be impossible to avoid a collision, | 


strike out all 
second resolution, and insert: 


the Gulf of Mexico, u 
and examining vessels of the United States, owned and nav 
igated by American citizens, engaged in lawful trade, are 
without justification or palliation, in de 
ished rights of the American people, whi 
surrender nor suffer to be infrir with honor; and that 
the President of the United States be authorized to adopt 
immediate measures lo arrest at Once a continuance of such 
indignities. 


| might exercise, it would be impossible to keep the 


case of an American vessel returning home from | 
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Mr. MALLORY. I send an amendment to the 





Chair, which | ask to be read, as a substitute for 
the second resolution. 


The Secretary read the amendment, which is to 
the werd * resolved,” in the 


That the recent aa of British naval officers in 
the high seas, in forcibly arresting 


tion of the cher- 
they ean neither 


Mr. MALLORY. Tam rejoiced to see the ra- 
port of the Committee on Foreign Relations, but, 
with due respect to the committee, I should like 
to see the resolutions amended somewhat in this 
way: so as to bea little morevigorous in their char- 
acter. The time has arrived,in my judgment, 
for some action. If we have correct accounts, 
already twenty-seven of our vessels, owned and 
navigated by American citizens, engaged in law- 
ful trade, have been fired upon, forcibly arrested, 
illegally detained, and searched by British cruisers, 
by naval officers, performing the duty of special 
constables upon the deep; and if we are to be- 
lieve the accounts we receive from some of those 
whose vessels have thus been taken from their 
custody, and, fora time atleast, held under British 
power, they have inflicted this national outrage, 
which is destitute of justification or palliation, 
with less personal civiluy than has distinguished 
many of Britain’s fabled highway robbers or road- 
side thieves. 

I say, sir, these proceedings are without justi- 
fication or palliation, and | hope the Senate will 
so declare, for I know that there can be no man 
in this high forum who will not at once plant his 
heel upon the paltry pretext that they are the ap- 
propriate means of verifying our flag. 

If this authority over our flag upon the sea, 
were sought to be enforced now for the first time, 
it could not fail to arouse our indignant resistance; 
butenforced as it isagainst the common sentiment 
of civilized States, against the stern remonstrances 
and known convictions and policy of this coun- 
try, and enforced, too, near our own shore within 
a sea peculiarly American, in which our com- 
merce exceeds that of the united world, it does 
seem to me, sir, that we should meet and crush it 
with something more potent than a diplomatic ex- 
pression of the earnest desire of the Executive. 

Sir, if the onward march of this great Repub- 
lic is to be stayed to find arguments to meet this 
insolent aggression, we can find none more just 
or potent than those furnished by the judicial 
tribunals of the aggressor herself. The language 
of Lord Stowell, as bright a luminary of civil ju- 
risprudence as Soatend bres had, may as appro- 
priately be addressed to the British Ministry to- 
day, with reference to these searches, as it was to 
the British captors of the French ship Le Louis, 
to which the report before us refers. But the 
strongest points in the ease of the Le Louis, de- 
cided by Lord Stowell, (previously Sir William 
Scott,) have not been read by the chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. He laid down, 
in 1817, unequivocally—and the British courts 
were slow in coming to this conclusion—that this 
pretended right of visitation, which is nothing 
more than the right of search in its broadest sense, 
cannot be exercised in time of peace; that it is a 
belligerent right alone, incompatible with peace- 
ful measures. 

Let me read his very words: 


Upon the first question, whether the right of search ex- 
ists in time of peace, I have to observe, that two priuciples 
of public law are generally recognized as fundamental. One 
is the perfect equality and entire independence of all dis- 
tinct States. Relative magnitude creates no distinction of 
right; relative imbecility, whether permanent or casual 
gives no additional right to the more powerful uvighbor ; and 
any advantage upon that ground is mere usurpation. 
This is the great foundation of public law, which it mainly 
concerns the peace of mankind, both in their politic and pri- 
vate capacities, to preserve inviolate. The seerid is, that 


| 


| 


| 
| 





all nations equal, all have an equal right to the unin- 
terrupted use of the ted of the ocean for 
authority exists, 


their navigation. In no 
where the subjects of ail meet upon a footing of en- 


tire equality and independence, no one State, or any of its 
subjects, has a right to assume, or exercise authority over 
the subjects of . Lean find no authority that gives 


7 * t ta the navigation of States in anmity 
give wo both 
2 Dodson’s 





seas, excepting that which the rights of war 
is Sheets” sie Le Louis, 


against 
Reports, page 243 
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CETTE De A Tes: 


** But at present, under the law, as now y under- 
stood and practiced, no nation can exercise a right of visit- 
ation and search upon the common and 


of the sea, save only on the belligerent claim. #4 


asked why the right of search does not exist in time 
peace as well as in war, the answer is : that it has 
met the same foundation on Which alone it is tolerated in 
war—the necessities of self-defense. ‘They introduced it 
in war, and practice has established it.” 


He gives an instance where Britain herself re- 
ested such a claim: 


‘A recent Swedish claim of examination on the high 
seas, though confined to foreign ships bound to Swedish 
ports, and accompanied in @ manner not very consistent or 
uitelligible, with a disclaimer of all right of visitation, was 
resisted by our Government as unlawful, and was finally 
withdrawn,”’ 


He disposes of some of the grounds on which 
the claim was reated: 


‘* It is next said that every country has a right to enforce 
if own navigation laws ; and so it certainly has, so far as it 
does not interfere with the rights of others. It has a right 
tO see that its own vessels are duly navigated, but it has no 
nght in consequence to visit and search all the apparent 
Vessels of other countries on the high seas, in order to in- 
stitute an inquiry whether they are not in truth British ves- 
seis violating British laws. No such right has ever been 


claimed, nor can it be exercised, without the oppression of 


imterrupting and harassing the real and lawful navigation of 
other countries ; for the right of search when it exists at all, 
ts tniversal, and will extend to vessels of all countries.” 
. < 7 * ‘1 is no objection to say that British 
ships may thus, by disguise, elude the obligations of British 
law. The answer of the foreigner is ready, that you have 
ho right to provide against the inconvenience, by imposing 
a burden upon his navigation. If the question were even 
reduced to this, that either all British ships might fraudu- 
lently escape, or all foreign ships be injuriously harassed, 
Great Britain could not claim the option to embrace the 
tatter branch of the alternative. When you complain that 
the regulation cannot be enforced without the exercise of 
euch a right, the answer again is, that you ought not to 
make regulations which you cannot enforce without tres- 
passing on the rights of others. If it were a matter by which 
your own safety was affected, the necessities of self-defense 
would fully justify; but in a matter in which your own 
safety is in no degree concerned, you have no right to pre 
vent & suspected injustice towards another, by committing 
4p actual injustice of your own.”’ 


In reference to the alleged object—the suppres- 
sion of the slave trade—he declares: 


** To every man it must have been evident that, without 

a general and sincere concurrence of all she maritime States 
the principle and in the proper modes of pursuing it, com- 
taratively but little of positive good could be acquired; so 

r, at least, as the interests of the victims of this commerce 
were concerned in it; and to every man who looks to the 
rival claims of these States, to the established habits of 
trade, to their real or pretended wants, to their different 
modes of thinking, and to their real mode of acting upon 
this particular subject, it must be equally evident that such 
a concurrence was matter of very difficull attainment. But 
the difficulty of the attainment will not legalize measures 
that are otherwise illegal. To press forward to a great prin- 
ciple by breaking through every other great principle that 
stands in the way of its establishment; to force the way to 
the liberation of Africa by trampling on the independence 
of ether States in Burope ; in short, to procure an eminent 
good by means that are unlawful, is as little consonant to 
private morality as to public justice.” * = * " 

*< TFT felt it necessary to press the consideration further, 
it would be by stating the gigantic mischiefs which such a 
claim is likely to produce. It is no secret, particularly in 
this place, that the right of search in time of war, though 
unquestionable, is not submitted to without complaints loud 
and bitter, in spite of alj the modifications that can be ap 
plied to it.” 7 * o * * * . . 

“ But to establish the consequence required, it is first ne- 
cevsary to establish the right to interpose by force to pre 
vent the commission of crime, commences, not upon the 
commencement of the overt act, nor upon the evident ap- 
proach towards it ; but on the bare surmise grounded on the 
mere possibility ; for unless it goes that length it will not 
support the right of forcible inquiry and search. What are 
the proximate circumstances which confer on you the right 
of intruding yourself into a foreign ship, over which you 
have no authority whatever, or of demanding the submis- 


ann. itp anew 90 peminaneay whether hay ween to dea} commander of the cruiser, or some of his seamen, be killed : 
|| what description of offense will have been committed ?”” 


in the traffic of slaves, not in our country, but in one in 
which you have no connection ?”’ 

Mr. Webster in his celebrated discussion on 
this point, soon after the negotiation of the Ash- 
burton treaty, takes the same ground, and he un- 
equivocaily establishes, in my judgment, the fact 
that all the publicists who had written on the sub- 
ject used, the words visit.and visitation, where 
they are used, so as to imply the broadest and 
most unlimited right of search. Mr. Webster, 
too, in “— to General Cass, who put forth a 
document in 1841, on this very subject, in Paris, 
approves it entirely, and instructs him “that the 

xecutive apprrves everything he said in that 
pamphlet. Ic will be recollected that Great Bri- 
tain did not pretend to exercise this alleged right 
in time of peace, and she sought privilege from 
the Powers of Europe to exercise it over their 
vessels. Hence, in 1833, she iated a treat 
with Phance to poeplt bet-to omagiine Wrench 





se aii 











hand, maintains that there is no such well- 


between what has been usually called ‘ 
been usually called ‘search ;’ that the righ 


vessels in order that they might guard against the 
slave trade, France hes always been jealous of 
Britain’s power on the deep, and she refused to 
concede it except in certain specified latitudes. 
In 1841, Great Britain t to enlarge these 
latitudes, that she might have an unlimited right 
of search; she sought to include in that right 
other Powers, and the quintuple treaty was ne- 
otiated. It was then that General Cass stepped 
orward, and by unanswerable argumentshowed 
the French people what the right of search was, 
and by his interposition the French Minister, 
Guizot, and Louis Philippe, who had negotiated 
this treaty, refused to ratify it, and it was not 
ratified, and they have no right this day to search 
the French vessels on the deep. 

It is very remarkable, sir, too, that the exercise 
of this right, for the first time since the last war, 
on a general scale, except in occasional and iso- 
lated instances, should have immediately followed 
the refusal of this Government to entertain cer- 
tain propositions on the slave question. We can- 
not solace ourselves with the reflection that this 
right is being exercised by indiscreet naval offi- 
cers, that they are pushing their rights to an ex- 
treme. It is not thus that Britain's naval officers 
ever perform their duty. They have their in- 
structions from the admiral at Jamaica, and he 
has his instructions from the home Government, 
and under those instructions they are acting now. 

It is to meet it here, that 1 am disposed to use 
a little more vigor. I am fully aware of the re- 
ene of taking any active measures to re- 
dress it. he true interests of our country, and 
of our race, er point to ours as a mission of 
peace on earth. They equally declare to the Gov- 
ernments of the world—and we have so declared 
our policy—that war with us is an ultimatum, 
and that war should be the last resort for injured 
wrongs. Calamitous at all times as war is, a 
contest between Great Britain and our country, 


| freighted as they are with the liberties and hopes 
| of mankind; united by ties more precious than 


those which connect any two nations of the earth; 


| equally cherishing the language of Shakspeare, 


the liberties of Magna Charta, and the religion of 


| Christ, would present a struggle whose conse- 
| quences could neither be foreshadowed nor esti- 
| mated. And yet, sir, I would brave all the known, 
| all the imaginary evils of such a contest, and 
| make every sacrifice consistent with honor to 
| maintain it, rather than see my country tamely 
| submit to this insolent outrage upon her national 


honor. I would brave them all, sir, because a 
tame submission to such humiliation would be 
more perilous to our future than would the issue 
of a hundred battles. I feel it, and for that reason 
I am desirous to see more vigorous councils. 

Mr. Webster, discussing the question of this 
»retended right to verify our flag, set up by Great 
Sritain, asks: 


** But if the vessel thus approached attempts to avoid the 
vessel approaching, or does not comply with her command- 
er’s order to send him her papers for inspection, nor con- 
sent to be visited or detained, what is next tobe done? Is 
force to be used? And if force be used, may that force be 
lawfully repelled? These questions lead at once to the 
elementary principle, the essence of the British claim. Sup- 
pose the merchant vessel be in truth an American vessel 
engaged in lawful commerce, and that she does not choose 
to be detained—suppose she resists the visit: what is the 
consequence? In all cases in which the belligerent right 
of visit exists, resistance to the exercise of that right is re- 
garded as just cause of condemnation, both of vessel and 
cargo. Is that penalty, or what other penalty, to be in- 
curred by resistance to visit in timeof peace? Or suppose 
that force be met by force, gun returned for gun, and the 


In the letter to General Cass to which I have 


alluded, in discussing the general question, Mr. 


Webster says: 


“The Government of the United States, on the other 

knowtedged deed, any broad and iawn aa bf o 
nowt nor, indeed, any and generic 

at ha: visit,’ and what has 

t of visit, to be 


effectual, must come, in the end, to include search ; and thus 
to exercise in peace, an authority which the law of nations 
only allows in times of war. -known 

tiow exists, where are the proofs of it? What writers of 
authority on public law, what adjudication in gemmet nd 
miralty, what public treaties, it? Nosuch rec- 
ognition has presented itself to the 
ted Staces ; but, on the contrafy, it understands that public 
writers, courts of law, and have, 

cen used the words ‘ visit’ and ‘search’ in the same 
sense. 


If such well distine- 
t of the Uni- 
solemn treaties fer two 


t Great Britain and the United States mean by 
i sense, is called by con- 














examine papers, to decide on and authen, 
and to make inquisition on for enemies’ : 
and ito the bastoese in which the vessel is engerch "7: 
eeccet ee eee tellemreine 
* On the , the Government of the United s 
while it has not conceded a mutual right of visit or search 
as has been done by the parties to the quintuple treaty oj 
ne teas 
asa 
distinguished by well- artes definitions 0 athe 
right of search. * * * * * * 7 * 
“ The President directs me to say that he your 
letter, and warmly the motives which an 


in presenting it. The whole subject is ms 
ou whole su ; 

herd, of will beshortiy, as Lord Ashburton arrivedlact vat” 
ing; and without intending to intimate at present wha, 
mode of settling this point of difference with England wijj 
be pengeeee you may receive two propositions as certain ; 

Ist. t, in the absence of treaty stipulations, the Upj. 
ted States will maintain the immunity of merchant vessejs 
on the seas to the fullest extent which the law of nations 
authorizes.”’ 

Without detaining the Senate further on the 
argument of Mr. Webster and the argument of 
Lord Stowell, on the subject of difference between 
the right of search and the right of visit, | wij 
simply say that Lord Stowell was brought to hig 
conclusion from a regular gradation of decisions, 
In 1807, Sir William Grant decided the case of 
the Amitie, which was a Portuguese vessel, if [ 
remember rightly, and justified the right of search, 
the slave trade being contrary to the laws of Great 
Britain. That was followed by the Diana and ) 
the Fortuna, and in the first case Lord Stowell 
conceded the right, and felt himself bound by the 
higher court and the decision of the Amitie; but 
in 1817, no longer able to maintain his position 


| against the voice of civilized States, he totally dis- 


regarded that, and expressly says in this very 
decision (omitted by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations) that the right of visit is a belligerent 
right; and the language which he addressed to 
the British captors of the Le Louis, might very 
well to-day be addressed to the Ministers of 
Great Britain. He asked them to put their finger 
on the law which authorized them to step on 
board a foreign vessel. He informed them that 
France has her rights, and if her laws have been 
invaded it is for her to right herself, and that she 
has delegated no such power to England. 

I rejoice, sir, that the Secretary of the Navy 
has so promptly responded to the general senti- 
ment of the country, in sending all the disposcble 
force at his command to the Gulf of Mexico. The 
order was simply to protect American vessels. 
No British cruiser would, in the presence of an 
American man-of-war, attempt to pursue this 


| right ofsearch. They could very easily avoid it 


without surrendering that principle. They would 
say at once, **the fact that you are here in the 
presence of your merchant vessel, is guarantee 
that she prima facie is an American vessel, and 
our vocation will notbe pursued.”’ That will be 
the policy. They will search none while we have 
a fleet there. But, if our Government had given 
orders to one of our ships to ascertain who had 
fired into the American vessel, and bring the of- 
fending ship into port, we should have got some- 
thing jike a tangible position on this question. 

I rejoice, too, that we have found né*want of 
alacrity in our Navy. Nearly every man in it~ 
and I believe every man—has volunteered for the 
service; and the only regret is, that we have found 
ourselves, in our home ports—from the failure of 
Congress to provide a Navy—without such ships 
as the public weal demands on this occasion, and 
that we have had to fit out very inferior vessels; 
indeed, almost ridiculous in their force to go to 


—_* wrens, of this character, » 
- HALE. Mr. President, I have read this 
report with some care. Since it was made, I have 
examined the authorities to which it refers; and, 
oe the Sree is put on the een of 
honora eee Florida, to 
amend the resolution which a anoee on erie 
out. I will read it as I propose to amend it: 


r of thi 
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Navy of Great Britain, in the Gulf of nd the adja- 

Specegelnet ner pene a” 

r char- 

acter, and should be at all by all the power 
of the country. ; 

years ago, sir, about this time, a cit- 

izen of Maine, sent by the authorities of Maine 


te between this 


no other ‘ to —— hich was in dispu 
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1858. 


, wasnokinel very severely. 
He wed down to one of the British towns and made 


the guest of the Governor, and let go on his parole. 


believe Congress was on the eve 


immediately passed an act placing the whole 
ney and military power of the Union at the com- 


finish all the national ships that were in construc- | 
tion, and build other ships and other steamboats; 
to call forth all the militia of the country, and to 
accept the services of fifty thousand volunteers, in 





sal. That was the response which Congress 
ve nineteen years ago, when a single man was 
formally arrested on the disputed territory be- 
tween thie country and Great Britain. 
Now, sir, if the report of the committee is to 
be relied upon—and I have not the slightest ques- | 
tion that itis—that, in connection with subsequent 
facts, shows that here is not a single but a con- 
tinuous series of repeated ea upon our 
commerce in derogation of the public law, as de- 
cided by the highest judicial tribunals of this | 
country andof Great Britain. What does such | 
a case as that ask—argument? Does it want any | 
action on the part of the Governmént of Great | 
Britain? They have had their action; and the | 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs tells | 
us—no doubt correctly—that these acts are com- | 
mitted by order of the admiral and commander of | 
the fleet, and that he is acting by order of the 
home Government. If that is so, there is but one 
course for us totake. The time for argument has || 
gone by. I never thought much of that man’s || 
courage who, when his hat was knocked off, asked 
the man that did it if he meant to insult him, or || 
threatened if he did it the second or third time he || 
would resist it. No, sir; 1 think this matter has 
veen discussed long enough; and, if the facts of | 
the committee be correct, and the reasoning sound, 
as I believe they are, this Government ought to | 
take a decided position, and they ought to call | 
these acts what they are. The resolution says | 
that these acts— i| 
“ Require, in the judgment of the Senate, such unequiv- 











: inquire of the Senator from 
mand of the President; gave him authority to | meat was intended in lieu of the second resolu- 
tion ? 


ers, in ||} New Hampshire proposes first to amend the séc- 
addition to $10,000,000 of money put at his dis- | cae: after the word “ voyage,’’ by 
striking out: 


ocal and final disposition of the subject by the Governments 
of Great Britain and the United States, touching the rights 


| aggressions ;”’ 


| search have been done by the authority of the | 
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belligerent acts 


The VICE PRESIDENT. TheChair would 


Florida if his amend- 


Mr. MALLORY. Yes, sir. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 


© Requires, in the judgment of the Senate, such unequiv- 


involved, as shall preclude hereafter the occurrence of like 





and inserting in ‘lieu thereof: 


. _ I believe he was || character, I think the latter pe of the proposi- || and it should seize or sink the 

tion follows as a corollary that 

should be resisted by the power, and not refuted 

But when thatfact was known to ress,(and I || by the logic of the country. I ask for the yeas 
ef atonement) and nays on the amendment. 


o- explanation afterwards. 
thei 
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ss0rs, and 
it is inst 
r orders, we have treated them right; if it is 


not against their orders, we have treated England 
right; so that, in any event, I shall vote for that 
measure which will seize th 

on our rights and bri 
dign punishment, an 
nothing short of it 


e British aggressors 
them to our ports for con- 
I shall be satisfied with 


Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, it is not my 


purpose to §° into this debate further than to ex- 
press with dis 

the general tone and sentiment which is pervading 
the Senate and the Congress and the country, in 
regard to these out 
the Gulf of Mexico. 
the Committee on Foreign Relations has already 
stated that, in regard to this transaction, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations are unanimous. 
|| I wish, on behalf of the minority of the commit- 


tinctness my entire concurrence in 


su our commerce in 
I believe the chairman of 


Are belligerent in their character, and should be resisted || teé, to make a direct announcement of tne con- 


at all hazards and by all the power of the country. 


Mr. MALLORY. I withdraw the amendment 
I offered, with the permission of the Senate, and 


currence of the minority with the majority in the 
resolutions which were adopted, and in the spirit 
which dictated them. 


It is a labor of criticism 


refer the one the Senator from New Hampshire | altogether, as it seems to me, to debate, at this 


os offered. I supposed the resolution was a joint 
one; I see itis not. It amounts to nothing but 
an expression of opinion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator has 
a right to withdraw his amendment, no action | 
having been taken. The question is on the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. TOOMBS. It is not my purpose to argue | 
the right of any nation to visit or to search Amer- 
ican ships in time of peace. I consider that argu- | 
ment to have been exhausted; that question to 
have been settled for the last forty years by the 
American people. It was one of the causes of the | 
last war with England. It was not settled at the | 
treaty of Ghent; but it was there given to be dis- 
tinctly understood by the American negotiators, 
and it has been uniformly affirmed by this Gov- | 
ernment, that whenever exercised, we should con- | 
sider it a belligerent act. Therefore, there is but | 
one point in this case: if these belligerent acts of | 





time, the supposed difference between a right of 
naval visitation or naval search. I need no laws, 
I need no judicial decisions to instruct my mind 
upon the rights of nations on the great highway 
of nations. According to the theory which I 
have adopted, a nation is a moral person, an indi- 
vidual, and ail nations are equal moral persons 
or individuals, and entitled to the same political 
rights. The ocean is the highway of nations. If 
it be right because there are thieves and robbers 
occasionally in the streets of Washington, that I 
should be arrested, stopped, and detained by any 
passer-by who may choose to suspect me of being 
a culprit, and that I am obliged to stop on my 
way and to give explanations and submit to be 
searched at the pleasure of every person who may 
choose to exercise this right of police over me, 
then it is true that one nation has the right to 
constitute itself a poiice upon the seas for the pur- 
pose of ascertaining the honesty and integrity 
and good conduct of another nation upon the seas. 


ocal and final disposition of the subject by the Governments || British Government, they are acts of war that || There is, sir, no such authority any where, either 


of Great Britain and the United States.” || 


No, sir; it is not a case for the action of the || 
Government of Great Britain. It is a case for the || 
action of this Government. Our commerce has || 
been invaded over and over again; the act is per- 
sisted in, and is done by authority of the British | 
Government. I do not think we had better ask | 
them whether they are ready to apologize, but we || 
had better put ourselves in a position for them to || 
ask us to apologize. They have commenced acts || 
ef war upou the commerce of this country, and || 
they have repeated them and continued them. Our | 
judicial tribunals say such an act is war; the judi- | 
cial tribunals of England say itis war. They | 
understand it, and we understand it; and I say the 
only position this country can take with dignity | 


ought to be resisted by force; and we want not | 
measures of prevention in the fature, but redress | 
for the insult in the past. We want something | 
more than the resolutions of the committee offer 
to give us here. We want something more than 
ledges or securities that belligerent acts will not 
be committed against us in the future. We want 
satisfaction for the committal of these acts, if the 
have been done by the authority of the Britis 
Government, and that is the only question I wish | 
to know. If they have been done by authority | 
of the British Government, they are acts of war 
that we ought to resist by force, and resist now. | 
If they have been done without their authority, 
we ought to seize these vessels, to prevent the || 
rformance of those acts, not only against the || 











or with honor, is to treat it as an act of war, and || 


to meet it as such, force with force. That will 
bring it to an issue. Then there will be a settle- 


ment; then there will be a negotiation; and then | 


aws of nations, but against our rights, and against || 
the authority of their own Government, 


in domestic law, or in public or national law. | 
believe that this isa pretension which is set up by 
the British Government alone; and no other na- 
tion ever setit up unless it was some nation that, 
like Great Britain, aimed openly to exercise a mas- 
tery over the seas; and that itis a claim founded in 
force or in power, and not at all in right. If 


|| Great Britain has chosen heretofore to assert this 
|| right against us and other States, it was because 


she thought she had power to enforce it, and be- 
cause she expected to derive great and exclusive 
advantages from it. She has, indeed, exercised 
it over other Powers. She has attempted to ex- 
ercise it against the United States. But the Uni- 


| ted States set out with the determination to be an 


equal on the seas, as well as on land, with every 
other nation; and we have never recognized this 


|| pretension of Great Britain, and never will; and 





Therefore, I shall vote for 4 resolution that will 
not only send our Navy there to prevent the con- 


we shall know, for all coming time, whether this || tinuance of this war upon our commerce, but will 


right of search is ever to be insisted upon again 
by the Government of Great Britain. 
I am a man of peace; and I should look upon 
a war between this country and Great Britain as 
one of the greatest calamities that could befall the 
civilized world; but, sir, l should look on the low- 
ering of our national dignity, and our submitting 
to such an assumption as this on the seas b 
Great Britain, asa greater calamity than war itself; 
because it would be a tame surrender of the rights 
that were bought by blood, and have come to 
us by inheritance. 1 think the way to maintain 
posses and to maintain our rights inviolate, is to 
et Great Britain know that upon this subject we 
have no argument to make; we have no remon- 








strances to utter: “* Your officials have committed || Mexico at our own doors. Will 


acts of war upon our commerce, and as such we 
meet them.’’ Then if they disavow them, very 
well; but if they avow them, afd they are the acts 
of the Government, as no doubt is the case, they 
should be met by action of this Government, and 
not by remonstrance. For that reason, and for 
the purpose of testing the sense of the Senate, I 
simply ask the Senate todeclare what every man 
knows to be true, that these acts are belligerent 
in theircharacter. If they are belligerent in their 


seize the vessels which have committed these hos- 
tilities, with or without the authority of the Brit- 
ish Government. That Government 1s too far off. 
We cannot afford to have our houses searched 
while waiting to hear what they say. It is not 
allowable, I believe, for the humblest man in 
Great Britain or in this country, to have his house 
searched, even with a general warrant. The Brit- 


my judgment is that it has been practically aban- 
doned by the British Government for the last fort 
years, or ever since the close of the war in whic 
the right was asserted by Great Britain. It can- 
not be maintained. 

Nor can it be maintained even in the modified 
form in which it is now asserted on the part of 
the British Government by some of their authors, 
and by some of their diplomatists. As I under- 
stand that matter, the same pretense or claim 
which in this country we call the right of search, 


ish resisted that a hundved yearsago. Our Con- || in Europe is generally called the right of visita- 


stitution protects us against it. We are free from || tion, or right of visit; one nation 


it by our own Constitution except under the most 
stringent circumstances; but Great Britain, a for- 
eign Government, without any pretense, without 
any forms of law, claims the right of disgracing 
our flag, and searching our vessels in the Gulf of 
ou send across 
the water, and have negotiation while these things 
are going 


on? Every gale that wafts a sailfrom || pirates upon the seas, as there 


it search, 
another calls it visit; but the terms are synony- 
mous. In Europe, by the right of visit they mean 
the right to search; and in America, by denying 
the right of search we also deny the right of vis- 

— or . visit. : hell nat 
atis the true ’ , im the in- 
tercourse of nations, is . tax on there may be 
be culprits 


the Gulf Mexico, brings here accounts of new || abroad in our avenues and streets, any person 


wrongs and new outrages; and I suppose we must 
send to England to know if she warrants the acts 
of this fleet who are roving over the seas, free 
rovers, violating our declared rights that we have 
by for forty years, to know whether it is 
by the authority of their masters! The weeny 
force of the country should be sent to the Gul 


who, upon cause which he thinks sufficient, shall 
choose to another as an unsafe and dan- 
c= eres seize, arrest, and detain him; 

ut he does it athis peril. If the person arrested 
as a culprit proves to be such, he is abandoned to 
the justice against which he has offended But if 
he turns out to be an innocent party, the persoa 
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who has arrested him is an aggressor, and must 
respond in damages to the satisfaction of the 








‘| ment have there, and that they have instructions 


to execute the determination of this Government 
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all the gun-boats and ships of war the English 











ne || ‘rming vernment || have in the Gulf of Mexico and the West Indies —_— 
party aggrieved. This is no rightatall It is | by suppressing this nuisance and terminating it || If he will compare the statistics, he will find that 
no law atall, {tis the practical intercourse be- at once. Whether more than that is necessary, || the British have there now three guns to our one TE 
5 tween nations, regulated by dictates of common | 18 for the consideration of the Senate. The res- || even after our whole disposable force shall have goers) 
a prudence and common jystice. This Government | olutions pledge the support of the Senate to the || arrived there. You may make your calculation THR 
A would never manifest any sensibility on account | President in executing this purpose which he nas || of every gun we have there, an every disposa. mai 
of a person, whether a citizen of this country or | already adopted, and also seeks to obtain a pocee ble gun we have under orders to go there, and 
Pg a foreigner, who should prostitute its flag to the | of Congress that if it shall turn out that further |! when all are counted, the British oat three to trate he 
‘ purpose of piracy; but it must manifest its in- legislation is necessary to provide means for war, || our cne. It is idle to suppose, at least it is ver tain ti 
be ; dignation, ita determination to punish and to it shall be promptly given. _ brave to suppose, that our one ship is going to protect 
= repress an aggression upon honest merchants, Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I do not pro- || sink their three, and be present by the side of mr . 
‘ honest traders, honest citizens, who are molested _ pose, at this time, to go into a discussion of this || every merchant ship we have, for the purpose of sible f 
= under an injurious surgeries of being offenders question. If we had before us a measure of prac- | repelling an assault. I think our force there jg the abi 
2 : upon the high seas. Therefore it is that, for || tical legislation, proposing toconfer power tocarry || utterly inadequate if it is to be used only in re. or by é 
’ twenty years past, | have never looked into a law || out the opinions which we express here, I should || pelling assault, pending the perpetration of the execut 
§ book to ascertain the law in regard to this subject. || feel disposed to make a brief speech on the sub- || act. in frar 
& Itis enough that the claim debated cannot be per- | ject. I hardly know what the Senator from New It strikes me that there is another mode of pro. gard t 
t mitted. It is enough that it would destroy the | York means by saying that the minority of the || ceeding, and that is to allow a ship of war to get ss 
equality of nations. [tis enough that it is a claim | committee concur with the majority in the report || on to the track of the Styx, or the Buzzard, or author 
on the part of another Power to exercise vigil- | and resolutions which have been brought in. I || the Forward, or any English vessel that has been the lin 
: ance and supervision over the conduct of this | do not know to whom that term applies. It may || committing these outrages; follow and capture os 
pe nation. be a political designation; and, if so, he will find |} her, and bring her into an American port, and Oe 
3 I have no particular concern whether the pre- | in the committee at least three divisions. that will be a good time to negotiate. I think jt of our 
a cise resolutions which have been reported by the I concurred in the committee in the general tone || is time to look to the offending ship for redress, Magis 
Ba ¥ chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations | of the report. I made but one reservation then, || instead cf remonstrating with. the British Goy. beyon 
f. shall be adopted, or some others which shall be || and | aan but one now, in expressing that con- || ernment. We have protested, we have remon. ao ee 
: ; equivalent The committee consists of seven mem- || currence. My reservation is, that instead of con- || strated long enough. If these outrages be con- the = 
@ bers; and upon a question of this kind there would || tenting ourselves with the expression of opinions || tinued, follow the ship and capture her and the 
f naturally be some difference of opinion among the | that these outrages must stop, we should bring | officers, and make all persons on board prisoners, at 
g > seven, and some difference of taste. What was | forward practical legislation to authorize the Pres- || and bring them into port to answer for the offenses —_ 
— 3S. 2p arrived at was a result which was substantially | ident to put an end to them. I see no use in re- || they have cone When you have them here, ae 
cae satisfactory, I believe, to us all. Each of us, 1 |! solving on the subject. We resolved forty years || if the British Government avows the act, then it the ci 
er a believe, is prepared to adopt any other expres- | ago that we would not submit to the mght of || becomesan international question between us and ra are 
Fy a sion which shall be proposed to us which shall | search. England has been informed again and || Great Britain. If she disayows the act, then it ‘ee 
ia 4 combine two qualities: the one which shall man- || again, as firmly and as solemnly as it is in the is for us to say what punishment we shall inflict aa 
 F ifest greater decision and energy, and determina- || power of any people to inform another, that this } upon the lawless persons who are thus abandoned b a 
: aa 2 tion to accept of no compromise, to submit to no | invasion of our rights must cease; and that, if it by their Government as pirates. tine 
ES continuance of these outrages, and to repel and || do not, we will repel it by force. I do not see I think our remedy is to take possession of the ee 
ae: put down and extinguish forever the pretension | the necessity of re-resolving that she must not || offenders and then let Great Britain either avow ORE 
i ; i out of which they have arisen; the other, that dig- | do itover again. She has violated the sanctity of || or disavow their conduct, and when she does, it Masi 
oe nity and moderation which become a great nation | the American flag, according to the information || becomes an international question between us and sean 
5 f ; in the expression of its opinions on a great ques- || we have, thirty-three times within four weeks; || Great Britain, or a simple question as to what we r 
Bet tion. It is entirely immaterial to me whether the | and we are to tell her that, if she continues to do || shall do with the lawless persons who have per- —— 
S52? resolutions which sss been reported by thecom- | it, we shall not like it. I suppose she knows now || petrated these outrages. It is said that our Gov- a 
ee + mittee find favor with the Senate, or whether those || that we do not like it. We fought her upon it || ernment has not the power, under the Constitu- en 
oe oy which are supposed to be more energetic and vig- || more than forty years ago. We have affirmed || tion and laws as they now stand, to capture the pr 
5 b orous, which are proposed by some gentlemen || ever since that we would not submit to it. What || vessel after the act; that the extent of the execu- — 
. a who have offered amendments, shall be preferred. | good will itdo now to resolve again that her course || tive authority is to resist the act when being done; ey 
It is seen that the case has already gone as faras, | in this respect is a violation of our rights; that the || that if our Wabash should go up to the British — 
it under the circumstances, it call be carried by American people look upon it as a belligerent act; || steamer Styx one hour after the outrage had been aa 
. oj any independent action which the Senate only | that itis arn to us; and that we will not sub- rpetrated, we could not take possession of the he 
se i could adopt. | mitto it? I think there is a more direct way of ritish steamer; we must follow her until she per- tt 7 
A be a In the first place, there has been no opportunity || coming at the question. Clothe the President with || petrated another outrage; we must catch her in : h 
be wee i for us to learn how it happened that these trans- || power to put an end to this-course of proceeding; || the act. You might follow her until doomsday, aed 
i Soo actions have occurred. All prudentand reasona- and then, when our rights are again violated, let || and she would not perpetrate another act of out- th 
ie ble men, I believe, agree that itisabsurd to suppose | him instantly avenge the wrong on the spot. rage while our ship of war was in sight of her, his 
Bae } that the British Government itself has ordered It is said that the Executive has now exerted || but would do it the moment she was out of sight. Seat 
& is | and directed these proceedings in the Gulf of || the whole power of the Government, by ordering || You must have an American war ship for every a 
t i Mexico with a knowledge and intention of theex- all our disposable naval force into the infested || merchantman if you are going to protect our ves- d 
Bie D tent to which they were to be carried, because it || seas, with instructions to protect the American || sels in that way. a 
eo is an act of aggression and of war;and we have all || flag and the property and citizens under it. I com- If the President has not the power to go any Got 
‘oy good reason to believe that if Great Britain had | mend and arate the promptness with which the || further than he has gone, I think the power should f 1 
tee BRE any querrel with the United States, and wanted } President has exercised this power, but is it suf- || be conferred at once. 1am aware that it is said ch 
= to make war, she would not begin it with a gun- || cient to be effectual? It seems to be understood, || if you clothe the President with the power of nd 
Bae boat in molesting our vessels in the Gulf of Mex- | although | am not prepared to concur in the opin- || making the arrest and bringing the offender into M : 
4 ico. We have no reason to believe thatany such | ion, that his power extends simply to the point || port, you give him the power of making war, ‘a 
7 roceeding would have been adopted, unless there || of preventing a search while the act is being done. || which, by the Constitution, is vested in Congress. citi: 
eh; ad been some previous complaint, or at least | Have you force enough in the Gulf to do that? || It is not the war-making power which I propose to: 
A some hostile demonstration made. We suppose, | Can you have force enough there to prevent the || to confer. I propose only to authorize the Pres- 7 a 
therefore, that it is possible the officers who have || act? You will be under the necessity of sending || ident to repel and punish aggressions in certain oni 
committed these outrages may have transcended | one war ship by the side of each merchantman, || extreme cases, which do not admit of delay, and ae 
their orders, or that the orders may have origin- || so that it may be constantly present in order to || report the facts to Congress. The President, in tial 
ated in some blunder or error. amare that || prevent it. Do you suppose that you are ever || fact, can involve you in war at any time. He can ay 
s may be, it was the purpose of the committee,and | going to get an opportunity to prevent the act be- || conduct the correspondence with the British Gov- on 
* we agreé with the Senators who have spoken, not | ing done at the time? They will only make the || ernment concerning these outrages in such an of- the 
: to submit, and net to wait for explanations or | search when the American war ship ts not pres- || fensive way as to compel her, in self-respect, to the 
- | apologies; not to intimate that any apology or ex- | ent. Suppose one of our ships of war should be || refuse our just demands, and thus precipitate the Re 
= oe planation can be made which wili be satisfactory | along side the Styx when she was about to search || two countries ina war. He can do the same thing Sp 
e to us for what has been done. We propose, that || an American vessel: undoubtedly the Englishman |} in rd to any controversy we may have wit ith 
Ry without waiting at all, the proceedings themselves | would say, ‘I am not going to search this mer- || any foreign Power. But is it to be argued that, fax 
: shall be met with the force necessary to resist || chantman; I will only do it in the absence of an || inasmuch as the President may abuse his trust, ani 
and suppress, and so shall compel a discontinu- || American man-of-war; but you being here, you || therefore you should not re any confidence in ce 
ance of them. For that purpose the resolution || may search yourself to see whether she is a pi- || him? That ment a Government. ra 
which I offered some days ago was submitted to || rate or a slaver.”” They will never do the act || When you elect a President of the United States th, 
t the Senate, which resolution directed the Com- || when there is an American ship present to resist || you must | confide in him, for the rea- 1} 
mittee on Foreign Relations to inquire whether | it; and the moment the American ship is out of || son that the very office vests in his hands such th 
SB any additional legislation was necessary. This } sight, they will make the search, firea gun across || power as is safe only when exercised by wisdom ag 
ie ss report rings in the fact ascertained by the com- | the bow, a gun across the stern, then into the rig- || and discretion, patriotism and justice. : oe 
2; oe S mittee, in obedience to that resolution, that the ging, and See into the ship until they bring her I would, therefore, act on this question without si 
F President of the United States has already sent | to, and she submits to an inspection and such de- || reference to whether this party or that party ~y ‘a 
, : into the Gulf of Mexico all the available naval || lay and search as the British officer may require. || be in power; without reference to the political al- te 
con Se © forces of the United States, enough to sink all the The Senator from New York [Mr. Reneny) finities or tions of the existing President. is 
eae & gun-boats and all the vessels the British Govern- || thinks we have naval force there to si I would confer that power which a Magis- in 
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trate ought to have in order to enable him to main- ! 
tain the honor and the dignity of the nation, and || tion, I desire to engage in practical legislation by | 
protect the flag and our citizens wherever they | empowering the Executive to protect the honor | 


sible for its abuse. 


For these reasons, without going into the ques- | 


may go—confer the power, and hold him respon- || an ey, of the country, its flag, and its citizens, | 
t, I have no apprehension of || instea 
the abuse of this power by the present Executive, || tions that you must not do it again. 


of going over this old formula of resolu- 
I was in 


orbyany thatmayfllowhim. The jealousy of || hopes, sir, that we should not have had a speech | 
executive power which animated our forefathers | upon the subject; that a bill, simple and compre- | 
in framing our system of Government, was'in re- || hensive, conferring full authority, would have 


gard to those acts which might oppress our own 
citizens. The President has ample, abundant 
authority to perform his high functions within 
the limits of the United States; but while he is 


oS athome under the Constitution and laws, | 


e is almost powerless abroad for the protection 
of our flag and our citizens. Every other Chief 
Magistrate in the world possesses the authority 
beyond the limits of his own country, not only 


to repel but to punish offenses upon the flag and | 


the citizen. 

Why should we make our Chief Magistrate 
powerless abroad? ‘The power that he has to ex- 
ercise outside of our limits, and on the high seas, 
is a power in aid of the flag, and in protection of 
the citizer®. It is not a power dangerous to our 
own citizens. 
injury on our own citizens. Itisa power in aid of 
them, in defense of their rights, in the protection 


of their lives and their property; and that power | 


being a safe one, in aid of and notagainst our own 
citizens, ought to be ample and full for the ac- 
complishment of the object. 

Sir, I do not believe there is danger of the Chief 
Magistrate of this great Republic abusing his 
power in a contest between the rights and honor 
of our citizens abroad on one side, and aggressions 
upon their rights on the other. I should have 
more apprehension that the power would not be 
exercised often enough, than that it would be ex- 
ercised too often. You cannot protect our com- 
merce in the Gulf of Mexico and in the Caribbean 
sea, nor the rights of American citizens in Mex- 
ico and Central America and South America, 
unless the President has power in extreme cases, 
where delays would defeat the object, to avenge 
the wrongs on the spot. Why isit that the Brit- 
ish name is respected in all Spanish America, and 
the American name is despised? It is because 
they have learned from experience that ifa British 
ship is attacked in their ports, orif a British sub- 
ject is wronged upon the land, the first British 
war steamer that comes along will demand instant 
redress, and enforce it on the spot. Hence there 


is a terror in those weak, irregular, revolutionary | 


Governments lest the eee will instant 
follow the offense; and British diplomacy, with 


It is nota power that can inflict | 


| been passed unanimously, instantly, and in si- | 


|| done, and then deal with them according to the 


|| and the resolutions were wise, dignified, manly, | 


lence. The passage of such bill would have car- 

| ried with it more terror, more power, more prac- | 
| tical results, in preventing these outrages, than all | 
the armies and navies that you might muster in | 
| aid of resolutions that do not confer any legisla- | 
| tive authority toact. I think the time for the dis- 
| cussion of these questions has gone by. We want 
| no threat, we want no bluster, we want no crim- | 
ination. What we want is, that the Executive | 
| Shall have the power to protect our commerce and | 
| our citizens abroad, and to arrest and bring into | 
' port the offenders, even after the act has been | 


| law of nations when they are within our own lim- 
its. That is my idea of the mode of treating this | 
matter. 

As I said, I will not go into the discussion; I | 
merely throw out these general suggestions as ex- 
pressive of my views, as [am a member of the 
| Committee on Foreign Relations, concurring in | 
| the report, with the reservations and exceptions | 
| to which | have referred, and as I had also brought 
| before the Senate a bill to confer the authority | 
which I think the President ought to possess at 
all times. 

Mr. HAYNE. Mr. President, I rise with great | 
diffidence. I feel that I am one of the most in- | 
competent members of the Senate to address them | 
| on so great and so important an occasion. But, 
| sir, I must say that I had hoped there would have | 

been very little debate on this question. I have | 
| read the report of my distinguished friend from | 
| Virginia, the chairman of the Committee on For- 
| eign Relations, and I have thought that the report | 


| and proper, and such as the occasion called for. | 
It seems, however, that others think differently. | 
Sir, the attack upon the Chesapeake produced 
the war of 1812. I entirely approve, on all such 
occasions, of that prompt conduct which Oliver 
Cromwell and Andrew Jackson invariably exhib- 
ited; but let me tel! Senators that neither Jackson | 


Now, Mr. President, of all the people in the 
world the British nation ought ai the last to 
be obtrusive on that subject. Look at the past 
history of the world; look at the Island of Jamaica. 
Sir Charles Grey assured me that the policy pur- 
sued in that colony was a total failure, and that 
the whole island was in a wretched condition; and 
yet Great Britain really undertakes to attack us 
upon a great principle which we have established 
in this country, and which nevercan be changed. 
That is all I have to say on that point. 

I will not detain the Senate. I will only repeat, 
that I had hoped there would be no debate on this 
report. The dignity of the Senate and the im- 
portance of the occasion seem to prompt the silent 
adoption of these resolutions, which are ample 
for the occasion. Inany emergency we may place 
implicit reliance on our Navy; and, Senators, be 
not surprised, if within ten days, intelligence shall 
reach us that will enlarge the page of our naval 
history. 

Mr. WILSON, Mr. President, the people of 
Massachusetts, of New England, of the section 
of the country I, in part, represent, being largely 
engaged in commerce, having their ships in every 
clime and on every sea, are more directly and 
deeply interested than the people of any other 
section of the country in maintaining inviolate 
the American flag. ‘Their ships, freighted with 
the precious cargoes of a lawful commerce, are 
now upon the waves of every sea under the 
whole heavens; and the flag which waves over 
them proclaims to the world their nationality and 
their ** right,’ in the words of Daniel Webster, 
** to the free use of the ocean,’’ ** where none has 
a right to molest them.’’ In no section of the 
Republic will the doctrine that the open sea is the 
highway of nations in time of peace be more in- 
flexibly adhered to, or more strenuously main- 
tained, at every hazard and at any cost. Vast 
pecuniary interests and a profound regard for na- 
tional rights and national honor alike prompt 
them to respond to the declaration of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs, that the United States: 


~ **Rest on the position not to be controverted, that, by no 
principle of international law, can a vessel under the flag 
of its country be visited or detained on the high seas, in 
time of peace, by any foreign Power, under any pretext or 
for any purpose whatever, without the consent of those 
over whom the flag waves.”? 


Believing that the right of visitation, or the 
right of search, has no foundation in the law of 
nations, or in the comity due from one inde- 





nor Cromwell acted without reflection. Those | 
great men believed that war was a great evil, but | 
not the greatest of evils. I may illustrate my | 
meaning by stating how individuals in a personal | 





that tact and shrewdness that always character- 
ized it, does not fail toinstill into the minds of the 
Mexicans, the Central Americans, and the South 
Americans, the fact that they may rob American 
citizens with impunity, for the President has no 
power under the laws, as they stand, to punish 
such conduct. All he can do is to remonstrate and 
scold and threaten and wait for Congress to act. 

Before Congress does act another revolution 
has taken place in the country, the men who com- 
mitted the offense are out of power, and those 
who turned them out then make the apology that 
they did not do it, and the nation has disavowed 
the acts of those who did it by the revolution. 
Revolutions follow in rapid succession in the 
Spanish-American countries. The party in power 
immediately wants to obtain money. One of their 
favorite modes of raising money is to commit out- 
rages upon American commerce, trusting that 
they cannot be held to an account for those out- 
rages until another revolution shall have turned 
them out and brought their successors into office. 
I hold, therefore, that, without reference even to 
the question of the right of search or the British 
aggressions which are now being perpetrated, we 
ought. as a general policy, to clothe the President 
with the legal authority to protect our commerce 
and our citizens pataide of the limits of the Uni- 
ted States by summary ptocess, whenever there 
18 a case that does not admit of delay, and requires 
instant action. 
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matter ought to act, and invariably do act, where 
they are governed by proper motives. If I am | 
insulted, it is not right nor just that I should 
challenge my opposer. I make a statement of | 
my case; | ask for honorable reparation, and if | 
that is given I am satisfied. I tell Senators, how- 
ever, that our honor, in the course of six or seven | 
days, will be in the hands of our gallant Navy. | 
Go back to the history of the war of 1812; pass | 
all through it, and was there ever such a galaxy | 
of glory, of greatness, of everything that our great | 
nation might be proud of? They did their duty, 
sir, faithfully ; and if anything occurs in the Gulf | 
which requires that our honor should be pro- | 
tected, those gallant men will go down to the bot- | 
tom, if need be, in doing their duty. I look upon 
war,and I am sure every Senator does, as a great | 
evil under any circumstances, contrary to the | 
cause of mankind, of morality, of Christianity; | 
but still it is a necessary evil, and we must meet 
it when it becomes proper that we should do so. 
From the report which has been submitted to 
the Senate we find the object of these aggressions, 
and it will be seen that southern men are specially 
and particularly interested to see that the honor | 
of the country is preserved; 


“ The documents accompanying the message disclose the 
fact that these acts of visitation and examination of Amer-. | 
ican vessels were sought to be justified under the plea of | 
necessity for the suppression of thé slave trade, supposed 
. — carried on between Africa and the Island 
o 
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pendent nation to other independent nations, that 
the attempted assertion of these claims in time of 
peace cannot be tolerated for a moment, by any 
nation, without degradation and dishonor, they 
will, lam sure, firmly sustain the doctrine em- 
bodied in the first resolution now pending— 

“That American vessels on the high seas, in time of 
peace, bearing the American flag, remain under the juris- 
diction of the country, and any visitation, molestation, or 
detention of such vessels by foree, or by the exhibition of 
force, on the part of a foreign Power, is in derogation of 
the sovereignty of the United States.” 

Sir, the people of my section of the Union, de- 
voted as they are by sentiment and interest, to 
peace with all antions, will not only respond with 
unanimity and zeal to these declarations, but 
they will demand that the outrages perpetrated by 
the naval forces of England on the coast of Cuba 
shall cease; that the Government shall demand 
indemnity for the aggressions of the past, and 

ledges of security for the future. We may, Mr. 
DP reakdott, tolerate for a time; we may bear with 
some degree of patience, without national dis- 
honor, the lawless aggressions of the feeble and 
disorganized Powers south of us on the American 
continent; at any rate, we can afford to act, and 
it is our duty to act, towards these weak nations 
with great forbearance and great moderation. Not 
so with — She is a great Power; the great 
Power of the world. Upon her flag, the emblem 
of her power, the sun goes.not down on the sea 
or on land, in any quarter of the globe. We 
cannot, without national dishonor, permit any 
aggressive acts, or any indignities of hers to go 
unredressed. I am,.therefore, ready to adopt, at 
once, prompt and effectual measures to arrest her 
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aggressive acts, and to redress the grievances of || the shores of Cuba, let it at once send to the 
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the past. I am ready to go with him who will go | African coast, and to the waters around Cuba, 
furthest to maintain the honor of the American || vessels adapted to the work of bréaking up the 


flag, and to arrest the lawless acts of the naval 
officers of England, which are now perpetrated 
almost within sight of the shores of the country. 
While lam ready, Mr. President, to maintain | 
the doctrines laid down in the report and resolu- 
tions of the Committee on Foreign Relations; while 
Il am ready to go to the extreme verge of our 
rights to vindicate the honor of the country against 
these belligerent acts of the naval forces of Great 
Britain, | must avow here and now my deep mor- | 
tification and shame that the flag of our country 
has been, and now is, prostituted with impunity 
by pirates engaged in the damning crime of the 
siavetrade, I confess, Mr. President, that I read 
with feelings of the deepest mortification the letter 
of Lord Napier to the Secretary of State, in which 
he narrated the capture by British vessels of more 
than twenty ships engaged in the unlawful and 
infamous slave traffic under cover of the American 
flag. We are jealous of the rights and honor of 
our flag. We should not, we cannot, ay, we will 
not, permit any Power to violate it or tarnish it. 
The recent acts of British officers have touched 


the national heart, and aroused the national pride. | 


Weare indignant at these aggressive acts, and we | 
demand instant reparation. That flag, the em- 
blem of our sovereignty on the decks of our ships 
in every quarter of the globe—that flag of whose | 
honor we are so jealous, has been, and now is, 
prostituted, shamelessly prostituted, by pirates 
engaged in an inhuman traffic in the bodies of our 
fellow-men. These accursed ships, launched in 
our own ports, in violation of our own laws, hover 
on the coasts of Africa and line the shores of 
Cuba, under the protecting folds of the American 
flag. Yes, sir, that flag, for the honor of which 
we are ready to peril. the peace of the world, is 
shamelessly prostituted by men our own laws 
pronounce ptrates—prostituted to cover a traffic 
our own laws pronounce piracy; a traffic which 
the Christian and civilized world abhors. 

This prostitution of the American flag to cover 
a traffic abhored of man and accursed of God, is 
known throughout the world, and it has brought 
dishonor upon the American name, and the Amer- 
ican character. The apathy and cold indiffer- 
ence we have manifested at this prostitution of our 
fing have made the world question the sincerity 
of eur hosulity to the African slave traffic. Well 
may the philanthropist and the Chrisuan whose 
sympathies embrace the children of misfortane— 
the bondsmen of Africa, torn by an inhuman traf- 
fic from their native land, and condemned to a 
life of unpaid toil, doubt the sincerity of our dec- 
larations of hostility to the slave trade when they 
Witness this prostitution of our flag, our tndiifer- 
ence to the humiliation it brings upon us, and the 
efforts now making in this country to repeal our 
laws branding the traffic as piracy, to abrogate 
the treaty by which we bound ourselves to coép- 
erate with England on the coast of Africa for the 
suppression of the traffic, and for the reopening 
of that proscribed trade. 

lam ready, Mr. President—I believe the people 
I represent are read y—to maintain with inflexible 
firmness the doctrine that American vessels on 
the high seas, in time of peace, bearing the Amer- 
ican flag, remain under the jurisdiction of the 
country; and that any visitation, molestation, or 
detention by force, by any foreign Power, 1s in 
derogation of the sovereignty of the United States, | 
Tam ready, and I believe the people | represent | 
are ready, to use the whole power of the country, 
if necessary, to repel and redress any acts by any 
Power, however great, which shall violate the 
rights or honor of the country on any deck over 
which the American flag waves. But I demand, 
Mr. President, and the people I represent demand, 
that the Government shall fulfill, in good faith, its 
treaty obligations to coéperate with England in an 
honest effort to suppress the slave trade. We de- 
mand that the country shall no longer be dishon- 
ored before the nations by the open and shameless 


—— of our flag to the prosecution of an in- 


uman and accursed traffic. 

Sir, if the Government is sincerely desirous to 
suppress the slave trade; if it wishes to fulfill its | 
treaty obligations ; if it means to redeem the honor | 
of the nation, now tarnished by allowing the flag | 
of the Republic to be prostituted by pirates to | 
cover their piracy on the coasts of Africa and on | 


commerce in the bodies and souls of men, now 
prosecuted under cover of the American flag. If 
we have not ships adapted to that work, let us 
build them at any cost at the earliest moment, and 
send them to the seas now covered by pirate 
crafts, over which waves the flag of the Republic. 
By so acting we can redeem the honor of the na- 
tion, now tarnished, and demonstrate to the world 
that the American Government ** should execute 
its own laws and perform its own obligations, by 
its own means and its own power.’’ But if ex- 
perience shall demonstrate the fact that an honest 
and energetic effort on our part cannot prevent 
the prosutution of our flag, cannot break up the 


| slave traffic under cover of our flag, then it seems 
| to me that justice, honor, and humanity, will 


alike demand that we enter into treaty obligations 
with England under certain limitations and re- 
strictions, by which she shall yield the right of 
visitation and search, and that we shall, for a lim- 
ited time, and within certain lines of latitude and 
of longitude, exercise the power of visitation to 
ascertain the character of suspected vessels sailing 
under our flag. 

3ut our business now, Mr. President, is to vin- 


dicate, not the prostitution of our flag by the pi- 


rates engaged in the slave trade, but to vindicate 
the violation of the rights and honor of our flag 
by the naval forces of England, almost within 
cannon-shot of our own shores. This cannot be 
accomplished by words here. If it is necessary, 


in the present position of the question, for the | 


Senate to act at ail, let us look to deeds, not to 
words. I am ready, not to declare war, but to 


authorize the President to send to the Gulf, to the | 


shores of Cuba, a naval force, with positive or- 
ders to sink or capture the 
that have committed the belligerent acts com- 
plained of, and to bring them to our shores, and 
hold the officers of those ships personally respons- 


ible for those acts of hostility, until the British | 


Cabinet defines its position, by avowing or dis- 
avowing their acts. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. Itis the duty of the || 


Chair to call up the special order at this hour, 
Mr. MASON, Itis hardly to be said that this 


is a debate. It is rather an expression of the opin- | 
ion of the Senate; and I think it will terminate in | 
It seems to me desirable that we | 
| should go through with it. It will have to be done | 
at some time, and I must.insist on disposing of | 


a short time. 


the subject now. 
Mr. HUNTER. I cannot consent to postpone 
the special order. 


Mr. MASON. 1 move to postpone the special || 


order until we dispose of these resolutions. 
Mr. HUNTER. 
yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MALLORY. If the motion be debatable, 
as | understand it is, I suggest to the Senator 
from Massachusetts, that he go on and conclude 


| his remarks on this motion. 


| 
| 
j 


Mr. WILSON. Oh no; I do not wish to do 
that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, I hope the Senator will 
allow this matter to go over until Monday. As 
is suggested to me by the Senator from Vermont, 


{Mr. Cortamer,] | do not think that settling it 1 
to-day will operate very severely on the proceed- | 


any rate, if we settle it then, we shall attain as 
much good; and I am told there are other Senators 
who desire to speak on the subject. There are 
several appropriation bills behind, and I hope the 
Senate will not break over the rule of confining 
these matters to the morning hour, until we get 
through with the necessary appropriation bills. 
There are many of them, and they are certainly 
more important than the talk about this thing. 
Mr. WILSON. I desire to move an amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by. the Senator 
from New Hampshire, and then | shail not ob- 
ject to the matter going over. 

Mr. MASON. We shall lose time if this debate 
be prolonged on another day. I take it for grant- 
ed these resolutions must be acted on during the 
session; and, therefore, as far as the time of the 
Senate is concerned, itis a matter of little moment 
whether it precedes or follows the close of this 
appropriation bill. We are the more likely to 
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sritish ships of war | 


On that motion I ask for the | 


ings in the Gulf between now and Monday. At | 


May 29, 
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end it ina brief space, if we continue it, than if 

| we fiostpone it now and resume it hereafter. | 

would say, also, as my impression, that in the 

altered relations between the two countries, jt js 
a matter of great importance to the American 

_ people to know the decision of the Senate. | hope 
the special order will be postponed. 

Mr. HUNTER. I suggest to my colleague that 
the appropriation bills have to be passed three 
days before the adjournment; we have had an in- 
| timation on that subject; and we had better take 
| the early portion of the time left to us, to pass 
| the appropriation bills, and devote the latter days 

of the next week to these resolutions, and other 
matters that may come up. I must, therefore 
| insist on the special order. , 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no ob. 
jection, before the vote is taken on the postpone. 
ment, the Secretary will read the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Add to the amendment of Mr. Hate: 

And the President is hereby authorized and empowered 
| to employ the naval force of the United States, and to senq 

such force to the scene of the recent outrages, with instruc. 


| ions to capture the ships which have committed, or which 
| may commit these belligerent acts. 


Mr. SEWARD. I think there is no more jp. 
| portant question that can come before Congress 
| than the question which is now under considera- 
tion, none that is so urgent. The session may be 
| prolonged for the passage of the appropriation 
bills, and I, for one, am prepared to sit here until 
the appropriation bills are passed, and until the 
action of the Senate is had on the subject now 
before it. I shall therefore vote for continuing 
the consideration of this subject, and if it is post- 
poned, I shall ask the Senate then to take up the 
|| joint resolution to extend the session. 
Mr. FOSTER. I do not propose at present to 
| give any opinion as regards the importance of the 
subject now under consideration, except so far 
| forth as to say thatif it be as important as gentle- 
men urge it to be, it seems to me far more import- 
| ant to pass the naval appropriation bill, which 
| probably the Senator from Virginia will bring 
| forward, than to continue this discussion. So far 
as words conquer, we have had enough, and it 
seems to me we had better pass the naval appro- 
priation bill before we do anything further on this 
subject at all. ; 

The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
Mr. Mason’s motion, resulted—yeas 20, nays 32; 
as follows: 

YEAS — Messrs. Allen, Brown, Durkee, Fitch, Fitz- 
patrick, Harlan, Houston, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, 
King, Mallory, Mason, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, 
Tegeen of New Jersey, Toombs, ‘Frumbull, and Wilson 

NAYS—Messrs. Bell, Bigter, Bright, Broderick, Chan- 
|| dler, Clark, Clay, Clingman, Collamer, Crittenden, Davis, 
Dixon, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Gwin, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hammond, Hayne, Hunter, Iverson, Jones, Pearce, Pugii, 


Reid, Simmons, Slidell, Stuart, Thompson of Kentucky, 
Wade, and Wright—22. 


So the metion to postpone was not agreed to. 
CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H.R. No. 
200) eo appropriations for sundry civil ex- 
penses of Government-for the year ending the 
| 30th of June, 1859; the question pending being 
upon the motion of Mr. Kine to amend the ament- 
ment of the Committee on Finanee, with respect 
|| to the completion of certain custom-house build- 
| ings, by the addition of the following clause: 


| The Secretary of the Treasury is required to execute the 
eee of the acts of Congress, approved August 16, 
856, and March 3, 1857, authorizing and directing the said 
|| Secretary to cause to be constructed buildings therein men- 
|| tioned for custom-house and post office purposes, and for 
|| the accommodation of the courts of the United States, and 

the appropriations made by the said acts are continued for 
| the purpose of the execution of the said provisions of said 


|| laws. 
Mr. KING. I offered the amendment, not be- 
} 


| 
| 
| 
| 





cause I believed in the ordinary and proper course 
of proceedings on the part of the different de- 
tments of the Government it was necessary, 
because I understood it was the intention of 
the Secretary of the Treasury not to ae out 
these laws; and I ask the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Finance whether it is not his under- 
standing that these appropriations are not to be 
expended ? , ‘ y 
Mr. HUNTER. Ido not understand any such 
thing. 





I understand that if there was money 
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enough in the Treasury for them all, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury would carry out these laws. 
| siated, yesterday, the reasons which governed 
him, and, I think, properly governed him, in his 
selection. 

Mr. KING. Will the gentleman state what his 
views about that are? I understood him, yester- 
day, that the law was not to be carried out. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator certainly mis- 
understood me. I stated that the appropriations 
exceeded the money in the Treasury, and that 
being the case, the Secretary had to discriminate, 
and the discrimination which he made was this: 
he took those on which there were existing con- 


tracts, those on which a great deal of money had | 


been expended, and only a few thousand dollars 
were necessary to cover them in and ‘complete 
them. He applied the money to those buildings, 


Jeaving others, where there had been no com- | 
mencement, to be prosecuted when there should | 
I did not un- | 


be more money in the Treasury. 
derstand—on the contrary, | understood the op- 
posite—that the Secretary has any design to 
permit them to lapse, if the state of the Treasury 
should be such as to enable him to carry them on. 

Mr. KING. The declarations now made by the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance are some- 
what modified from what I understood him to say 
yesterday; but I hada conversation with the Sec- 


retary of the Treasury himself on this subject, | 


and [ stated to him that I should have to make 
this point, if the law was not carried out. Gen- 
tlemen talk about the want of money in the Treas- 
ury. Is it the business of the Executive Depart- 
ments to execute the laws of the country, or have 
they a power of dispensation in reference to these 


matters, to dispose of the Treasury as they please? | 
Are appropriations made by Congress, in which }| 
1 


the law is express, in which the Secretary is not 
only authorized but directed to construct these 
buildings, distributed about the country, to be car- 
ried out by him or not at his pleasure? [tis claimed 
that he has the right to determine for what pur- 
poses he will make these expenditures, if there is 
not money enough in the Treasury. Well, sir, 
how much money does he want in the Treasury ? 
He commenced this fiscal year with a surplus of 
fifteen or twenty millions. At the commencement 
of the present session, he asked for a loan of 
$20,000,000, and it was promptly granted by Con- 
gress. Within the past ten days he came for- 
ward again, and asked for an additional loan of 
$15,000,000, which has been granted so far as this 
body isconcerned. In addition to this, he has the 
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| for more money. 








deemed it necessary to offer this proposition; but 
I regard an intimation of that sort as entirely suf- 
ficient that some action should be taken on this 
matter. If Congress and the Country choose to 
recognize the idea that the Executive Departments 
shall not execute the laws, but are to exercise 
their discretion, and are to assign to us as a reason 
that they are not to do so on account of want of 
funds. in the Treasury, and we to be told every 
time we ask them to carry outa act of Congress, 
** Give us the money;”’ be itso. But, sir, Con- 
gress has given them §35,00)),000 in addition to 
the revenue for this single year; and yet they call 
Whe= you ask them to carry 
out an appropriation made by an act of Congress 

assed two years ago, they want more money. 

t would be cheaper, in the locality I feel con- 


| cerned in, to carry round a subscription paper and 


\| the 3d of March, 1857. 


revenues of the country, the ditties on imports, and | 


the proceeds of the public land sales. All these 
moneys go into the Treasury ; and itis the business 
and duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to make 
his estimates, and to call for his supply of funds 
to meet the appropriations which are made by 
Congress, and especially those which have been 


made a year or twoin advance. It is the strangest | 


thing in the world to me, that people will have 
the assurance to come in here before Congress 


and attempt to justify the Executive Departments || 
of the Government for refusing to carry out and | 


execute the acts of Congress, and put in their ifs 
and their ands, saying if there is enough of money 
in the Treasury they are going to do this and that. 

Sir, there is money enough here to expend 
eight or ten million dollars for a foray on the Utah 
people, which I never believed was designed 
against the people of Utah; but I always regarded 
itas designed rather against Kansas than against 


Utah. Some six or eight million dollars to be ex- | 


pended by this Government to force the Lecomp- 
ton constitution on the people of Kansas against 
their will; and yet the Secretary of the Treasury 
cannot find money to carry out an appropriation 
of sixty or eighty or a hundred thousand dollars 


in a dozen places, scattered over the country, | 


amounting, perhaps, in all to a million dollars, be- 
cause he chooses to apply the funds in the Treas- 
ury to some other purpose, and to say that there 
is not any for this purpose. According to my 
ideas, itis the business of the executive depart- 
ment to carry out the appropriations made by 
Congress. If I could have the assurance of the 
chairman of the Committee on Finance that this 


| came into office. 


in that district. 


raise the funds, and execute these works our- 
selves, than it would be to call on the Government, 
if this is the way they dispose of the moneys they 
have on hand, and thenask for more. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance does not state 
as explicitly as he did yesterday his understand- 
ing of this matter; but I state mine distinctly, and 


that is the reason I have deemed it proper to offer | 


this proposition, and to bring it to the attention 
of the Senate and of the country. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I suggested yesterday the im- 
propriety of taking action upon the defective in- 


| formation which the Senate necessarily had with 


reference to this question, and especially upon 
the Ogdensburg custom-house. The Senator from 
New York said he knew all the facts. If he did, 
and had explained them to the Senate, I think 
there would have been very little difficulty about 
the matter. Some of the charges that I under- 
stood him to make are fully repelled by the rec- 
ord, which, I presume, he knew, or might have 
known, as he seemed to have interested himself 
in the locality. The original appropriation for 
the Ogdensburg custom-house was made on the 
18th of August, 1856, and an additional one on 
The site was condition- 
ally purchased by Mr. Guthrie on the 20th of 
January, 1857, and the validity of the title certi- 
fied to by the Attorney General on the 27th of 
February, 1857. [t thus appears, from the facts, 





that the charge which the Senator made yester- | 


day, as | understood him, that the present Sec- 
retary of the Treasury had given the money for 
the site to a favorite of his, is shown to be with- 
out the least shadow of foundation. ‘The contract 
for it was made before the present Secretary 
So much for that point. 

In the next place, the payment was delayed, 
under the conditions of the purchase, until the dis- 


ability was removed. According to law, nothing | 


could be done in the work until the revenue col- 


lected in that collection district equaled the ex- | 
The previous Secretary | 


penses of its collection. 
of the Treasury made a conditional contract for 


should happen, whenever the receipts should 
ecual the eXpenses of the collection of the revenue 
The conditional contract which 
Mr. Guthrie made had to be complied with; and 
on the 27th of August, 1857, the Attorney Gen- 
eral certified it to the Department to be his duty, 


/ under Mr. Guthrie’s contract, to pay for the land. 


So far from the Treasury Department attempting 
to make the contract with a favorite, and pay him 
money, the contract was made by the predeces- 


| sor of the present Secretary, and he resisted the 
| performance of it, believing that there was no | 
| power to make even a conditional contract for 


|| the purchase of land until the happening of the 


| 





1) 
1] 
| 


i 


would be done, or if I had not understood that || 


contingency upon which the law authorized him 
to build a custom-house. The present Seeretary, 


| taking this view, declined to comply with that 
contract, and the matter was referred to the At- | 
torney General, who, on the 27th of August, 1857, | 


in the midst of the commercial disturbances of 


the country,a certificate having been given shortly | 


before by the collector of the customs that this 


| provision of the law had been complied with, said 


that the Secretary was bound to comply with the 
contract of Mr. Guthrie, and so the money was 
paid for the site. 

The Senator would have the Senate believe that 


it was the expectation that these appropriations | this work ought to have been going on ever since 


were to pass by and to lapse, so that a distinet 


appropriation would hereafter be required from 


Congress to carry them out, I should not have 


} 


the 16th of August, 1856, when in fact it was 
| never determined that this case was within the law 





of the commercial revulsion, The Secretary of 
the Treasury resisted compliance with the con- 
tract. So far from desiring to put money into the 
pocket of a favorite, he resisted the whole pay- 
ment to the extent of carrying it to the Attorney 





General to know whether the Government was 
bound to carry out the contract for the purchase 
of the lot. Owing to the objections of the citizens 


to the site selected, no payment therefor was made 


until March 9, 1858. This speedy favoritism by 

which to pay a friend for the lot, was secured un- 

der the coercion of the pypornay General, under 
| 


his judgment that the law compelled the Secretary 
to pay the money, and it was not paid until the 
9th of March, 1858. 

Again, and owing to the same causes, although 
a site was paid for, the commencement of the 
work was delayed in consequence of the state of 
the finances, which made it necessary to confine 
the expenditures for such objects to buildings al- 
ready commenced. The contractor changed his 
own contract, even when a partial one had been 
made. He did not include iron, it seems, and al- 
tered his contract and refused to carry it out. On 
looking into the proper sources of inibigentinn: I 
am further authorized to say, that in regard to 
every one of these custom-houses where the legal 
prerequisites were complied with, the jurisdiction 
of the States ceded, and the power of taxation re- 
linquished, and the other conditions of the law 
complied with before the convulsion came on, 
every one of them was put in operation. The 
others were not, because it could not have been 
done without a violatica of law. The whole diffi- 
culty, I have no doubt, was in this law, and that 
is the anxiety of the Senator from New York. 
This appropriation could not stand by itself, but 
under the log-rolling system by which such things 
are passed, it gotin, probably with better works, 
and if the money should go back into the Treas- 
ury, the Senator knows he could not get the ap- 
propriation, because it cannot stand on its own 
merits, and hence no doubt the anxiety he mani- 
fests on this subject. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has done pre- 
cisely his duty. He has not, he will not, and 
he ought not to apply the money to carry on this 
custom-house until the funds are provided by 
Congress. The Senator talks about a dispensing 
power. The Secretary of the Treasury does not 
claim it; nobody claims it. The Senator urges 
it from time to time in the face of the disclaimer 
and when the reasons are full, fair, and perfectly 
satisfactory to everybody in the Senate, | pre- 
sume, but himself. ‘The Secretary has claimed 
no power to prevent the execution of a law of 
Congress, whatever he may think of it, even 
though it might direct him to throw mogey 
into the sea, He exercised no such power, but 
has simply endeavored to protect the public in- 
terest according to law, and according to the 


|| terms of the act which directed him to make the 
the purchase of a lot, to take effect when that | 


expenditure. He was charged yesterday with 
spending large sums in buying up the public debt. 
That was done in accordance with law, and no 


doubt if at that time that custom-house had been 
in a conditien to be built, a portion of the sur- 


plus in the Treasury would have been applied 
to it. 
missioner of customs had first to certify that there 
was revenue enough collected in the district to 
meet the expenses of its collection, and | think 
on close examination it will be found that this cus- 
tom-house was carried up to that point by some 
casual importation, perhaps, of railroad iron. It 
was carried up probably by temporary causes, 
and it ought not to have been done atall. lL have 
no doubt a close examination into the matter 
will show it to be a doubtful case whether even 
to-day it is within the Jaw. There has been no 
assertion at any tite by the Secretary of the 


Treasury, or by any part of the executive Gov- 
|| ernment as far as | know, of any right or power 
to withhold the execution of the law according 
|| to its letter and tenor, whatever that law may be; 
|| butthe ground is taken, and it will be maintained 
by Congress ard the country, that when the ap- 
| propriations of Congress have exceeded the rev- 
|| enue, it becomes the duty of the executive Gov- 
' 


ernment first to apply the money in the Treasury 
to those great objects which are necessary to 
| carry on the Government, and if there is any to 
he applied to such works, to expend it first in 


|| until the 27th of August, 1857, in the very midst |! finishing those already pending where there would 


Under the conditions of the law, the com- 
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be a loss to the Government if they were not car- 


ried on, and to leave those which have not been 
commenced until Congress chooses to supply the 
money by loans, or until the revenues of the coun- 
try afford the means. I know of no object in 
that whole class which could better afford to wait 
than the custom-house at Ogdensburg, where 
they have now barely thrown the collection of 


would have been a marked case I suppose of all 
in the United States. If there was a place for 


| 


retrenchment, for avoiding the expenditure of | 


money with a deficient fund, it waa in Ogdens- 
burg. I say then that the amendment ought 


notto prevail, There is no occasion for it in order | 


to carry outthe law, The law will be carried out 
if the money comes in within the three res that 
an appropriation is allowed to stand, and if it does 
not, it is not the public interest to do itatall. 


this on a ground upon which I resist it, except 
in one respect. He seems to regard the Secretary 
of the Treasury as having some personal position 
in this matter. I spoke of the Sec.etary of the 


|| evidence. 


Treasury—the officer; whether it is Mr. Guthrie | 


or Mr. Cobb is a matter of indifference to me. 
This is not a personal matter between the incum- 
bent of the Treasury Department and this law. It 
is a question whether the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury, whoever he may be, shall have the right to | 


dispense with the law. It seems now, from the 
reports that are made, that the money was not 
paid until the 9th of March last. 


I made no in- | 


quiries about the case until very recently, when | 


I learned that the site had been purchased and 
paid for, and that it was not intended to do any- 
thing more. ‘That was the information I had, and 
that the conclusion reached in the judgment and 
decision of the Secretary of the Treasury, was 
that the state of the finances was such that the 
Treasury Department had determined not to go 
on with this work. I presented this very point 
which I now present to the Senate—and itis a 
matter in which every Senator and every person 
in the country has just as much interestas I have 


—to ascertain and determine whether this discre- | 


tion, this dispensing power—for it is that—exists 
in the Treasury Department or not. 

The Senator from Georgia talks of the want of 
money. 
Secretary of the Treasury or the Administration 
want? They have all the funds collected from the 
revenue; they have all the proceeds of the sales 
of the public lands; and I believe they have re- 
cently been selling some military reservations, 
not at a very great price; and they have had 
$35,000,000 of loans during the present year. It 
1s the business of the Secretary of the Treasury, 
it is the business of the Departments, to estimate 
for what Congress has required them to expend; 
and let us have the estimates, that the money may 
be furnished, and not come here and tell us that 
if we want the laws carried out we must supply 
the money. 
plied? Do they want a special act to raise the 
funds upon every appropriation? [tis absurd. 
A proposition was made the other day by the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island, [Mr. Simmons,] to en- 
deavor, by the protection of the revenue against 
frauds arising from false and foreign valuations, 
to bring us a home valuation, and put a little 
money into the Treasury; but that was resisted 
by these very gentlemen. 

Now, the point in relation to which I think 
the executive department of the Government is 
wrong—and I speak of it in that respect—is this 
attempt to set up a discretion on ak to carry 
out appropriations that are made by 
one object, and refuse to carry them out in an- 
other, on the ground that one is more expedient 
or more appropriate to the public interest than 
another. I deny that any such discretion exists, 
or ought to exist, in the Department. There are 
reasons, justreasons, to complain of this partiality 
and favoritism; for it leads to that, and it leads to 
corruption of the grossest and basest character. 
Here contracts are made without appropriations, 
and then the friends of the Administration in Con- 
gress insist that appropriations must be made to 
meet the expenditures on these contracts, because 
the debt has been contracted; and yet in other 
cases, where Congress has made an appropria- 
tion, the Department refuses to make contracts to 
carry it out. Where is the power of this Govern- 


How do they want the money sup- | 


Well, sir, how much money does the | 


|| which a 
ongress for 


j 
| 
| 


'| ment, under such an administration of it? There 


j 
| 


is no law or authority to direct and control these 


| matters, and this should be a Government of law; 


and it is as much the business of the President, 
of the Secretaries, and of all the high functionaries 
and high officials of the Government, to submit to 


| and execute the law, as it is of the humblest cit- 


_izen of the country; and any doctrine opposite to 
of revenue above the expenses of collection. It || 


that, which claims for them this arbitrary discre- 
tion, is dangerous to the safety, and dangerous to 
the administration of the Governmenteverywhere. 

Mr. HUNTER. I must say that I am sur- 
prised at the pertinacity with which the Senator 


from New York repeats his statement of the case, 


after he has been so often corrected as to the real 


state of the facts by the Senator from Georgia. 


If he disputes those facts, he ought to bring his 


appropriation, except in those instances in whic 


before the general break-down in the Treasury. 


| But, sir, what is the case before us? The Senator 


evidently does not understand that 

Mr. KING. I dislike very much to interrupt 
a Senator when he is speaking; but the Senator 
from Virginia persists in putting this case differ- 
ently from what I do. 
Secretary intended to execute the law. The Sen- 
ator from Georgia, with more frankness, tells us 
that he does not, unless there is money put into 
the Treasury tocarry it out; and that is the point 
about this matter. If I could have an assurance 
that the Secretary intended to execute the law; 
indeed, if he had not indicated that he did not in- 
tend to execute it, [ should not have brought for- 
ward this proposition. 

Mr. HUNTER. Does the Senator from New 
York impute to me a design to misrepresent the 
Secretary * 

Mr. KING, I do not know what the Senator’s 
design is; I stated nothing about his design. 

Mr. HUNTER. What does the Senator mean 
by saying that the Senator from Georgia spoke 
with more frankness than I did? 


pute to me a design to conceal anything? 
Mr. KING. 





Now, the Secretary of the Treasury | 


) || has shown that he has not failed to carry veer 
Mr. KING. The Senator from Georgia puts || 1 


| the conditions of the law were not eee with | 


He speaks of it as if the | 


speak plainly; I intend what I | 


| 
| 





Does he im- | 


say, and I intend nothing else. I impute nothing | 


of design; but I say that the Senator, in speaking 
of this matter, speaks of a scheme which the Sec- 
retary designs to execute. My ground is, that 


| the Secretary does not design to execute this law. 


Mr. HUNTER. Well, the Senator has un- 
dertaken to make that statement; and I say, if I 


can trust the Secretary, the gentleman is mistaken. | 


[ learn very differently from the Secretary; I 


learn that he would execute the lawif there was | 


money in the ‘Treasury, and I have stated that to 
the gentleman; and now he gets up and says | 
misstate the Secretary’s intentions. How does he 
know them? Has he learned them from him? 


Mr. KING. The Senator asserts that Iam in | 
error, and he goes on and reiterates the same state- | 


ment. I say the Secretary states that he does not 


intend to carry out these laws, because, as he | 


alleges, of the small amount of money in the 


| Treasury, and the Senator from Virginia says he 


would do it if there was money in the Treasury; 
he puts in the condition. If there were ample 
funds in the ‘Treasury, money for every purpose, 
and this too, I do not say that the Secretary then 
would not carry out this law; but my complaint 
is, that he discriminates in this matter, and con- 


| tracts are made for which appropriations are not 
|| made, and those are carried out, and that he re- 
'| fuses to make contracts to carry out objects for 


eee are made. I hope the Sen- 
ator will understand me. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from New York 
misunderstands the whole matter. He has not 


_ stated the case as itis really presented tous. I 


1! 
| 


| do not know why; it is not because he has not 


been corrected often enough. I donot know why 
it is that he will persist in misstating itin this 
manner. What is it that the Secretary asks for? 
He asks here for appropriations to authorize him 
to expend money on certain works in regard to 
which there have been contracts—contracts not 
made by himself. There are no appropriations 
in order to carry them out, and he asks that ap- 
propriations may be made, in order that he may 
carry them out. Bat, in the cases to which the 
Senator from New York refers, there have been 
appropriations; he wants no new appropriation; 
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there is the authority, and how does the Senator 
know that he will not use thatauthority? | say 
he tells me if he had the money he would use it 

If he has not the money, how can you make him 
use it, unless you mean, by passing such an 
amendment as the Senator now proposes, to say 
that he shall expend the money in the Treasury 
on these works, in preference to expending it op 
the Army and Navy, and onthe most indispens. 
able wants of the Government? That is the 
whole point. You propose, by this amendment 

to force him to expend it on these custom-houses. 
in regard to which he has had no authority to 
expend it, until recently, until this break-down 
in the Treasury, no matter if every other interest 
in the country suffers; because you choose to ag. 
sume, on the statement of the Senator from New 
York, made without authority, (for I will ven. 
ture to say the Secretary never told him so, as | 
understand very differently from the Secretary,) 
that he means these appropriations to lapse, ang 
does not design to spend a dollar upon them, 
Now, I say, in regard to that, so far as the future 
is concerned, if there be more appropriations than 
revenue, the Secretary ought, in exercising a 
sound discretion where there isnot money enough 
for all, to expend it for those objects in regard to 
which there exist contracts, and contracts, let me 
say here, not made by himself. I learn, on in. 
quiry, that the contracts made for New Orleans 
and Charleston were made before either he or 
Mr. Guthrie came into office—contracts for ma- 
terials in these structures which the Govern- 
ment was engaged in erecting. It is in order to 
carry out these contracts, and to carry out the 


| contract for the Treasury building, made by Mr, 


Guthrie, who was authorized, as he supposed, by 
the terms of the éxisting law directing the build- 
ing to be constructed on a certain plan. It is to 
carry out these contracts that most of these ap- 
propriations are desired. 

I know that my friend from Ohio [Mr. Puen} 
seemed to complain that these appropriations 
were scctional in theircharacter—for the Treasury 
building here, and for custom-houses in Charles- 
ton and New Orleans. Now, I learn from the 
Commissioner of Customs that probably four out 
of every five dollars of these appropriations will 


go to the North; for they are for materials. They 


will go to New Jersey and New York for the iror, 
they will go to New England for the granite and 
marble which are to be furnished. These are 
quarried by New England men, and conveyed by 
New England ships; and, so far as there is any 
sectional aspect in the matter, I learn that nearly 
all the money will go North, and north even of 
Pennsylvania. 

I say, then, that it is unfair, on any evidence 
which is before us, upon anything which is be- 
fore the Senator from New York. to impute to 
the Secretary of the Treasury a design to claim 
any dispensing power. He claims no such thing. 
He comes before you and asks for appropriations 
to enable him to fulfill existing contracts, or ap- 
propriations to enable him to make little expend- 
itures which are necessary, in some cases, to 
cover in and complete buildings nearly finished, 
upon which large sums have been expended. He 
asks for appropriations for that purpose; but he 
does not ask for nn br anything be- 
yond what is already appropriated in regard to 
custom-houses where there is no such necessity. 
So far as those works are concerned of which the 
Senator speaks, there are appropriations; he wants 
no further authority from Conguesl, but he may 
want money; and, if he has not enough money to 
execute all the laws, no man ean blame him for 
preferring to execute those in regard to which 
there are existing contracts in rence to those 
where there are none. That is the real state of 
the case; and I say that, in view of the condition 
of the Treasury, he has estimated for enough on 
these buildings. Indeed, I felt some reluctance 
in voting as much as he did estimate for; but we 
know that the means which have been granted 
have been considered, even by gentlemen on the 
other side, as not sufficient to meet the expendi- 
ture for which we have estimated. Why, then, 
should we force him—especially why should those 
who refuse to give him means by way of loans, 
undertake to press him to execute such works as 
these in preference to measures indispensably re- 
quired for the good of the country? for the effect 
would be to make him expend money on these 
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buildings in preference to all other objects, if there 
was not enough for all. . 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the coun- 
try will, I think, owe a debt of gratitude to the 
Senator from New York for exposing this matter. 
It is another evidence of the tendency of the ex- 
ecutive power to assume authority—a point to 
which I have attempted, on several occasions, to 
call the attention of the country; and I am very 

ad to have the assistance of the Senator from 
Kew York in exposing a part of this assumed 
authority. Now, sir, what is the charge? The 
charge is, that the Secretary of the Treasury is 
omitting or refusing to apply the money appro- 
priated by Congress, and that that Department 
of the Government is going on and making con- 
tracts without authority of law; and to carry out 
those contracts, the Finance Committee recom- 
mend appropriations, thus, as I conceive, holding 
out a reward for favoritism and partiality on the 
partof the Executive. Iam not talking of this par- 
ticular Secretary; I care not whether this course 
of conduct is pursued by the present Secretary of 
the Treasury, or the former Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, or the one who preceded him. I am against 
the exercise of unwarranted authority, by friend 
or foe. I care not who is President, or what Ad- 
ministration assumes authority contrary to the 
Constitution and the laws of the country; I will 
denounce and condemn it in every one, and in all 
alike. 

Now, sir, let us look at the facts of this case. 
The act of Congress of 1820 declares: 

“ Sec. 6. And be it further enacted, That no contract shall 
hereafter be made by the Secretary of State or of the Treas- 
ury or of the Department of War or of the Navy, except 
under a law authorizing the same, or under an appropria- 
tion adequate to its fulfillment; and except, also, contracts 
for subsistence and clothing of the Army or Navy, and con- 
tracts by the quartermaster’s department, which may be 
made by the Secretaries of those Departments.” 

These exceptions relate to supplies for the 
Army and Navy, and have nothing to do with 
the point now in controversy. That is the law. 
Now what has the Government done? In 1856, 








an appropriation was made ‘* For completing the | 


custom-house at Norfolk, Virginia, $54,652 53.’’ 
It was for completing the work. Will the Sen- 
ator from Virginia tell me that under that law the 


Secretary of the Treasury had authority to make | 


a contract for completing that building which 
should cost more than $54,652 53? The appro- 
priation was to complete the custom-house at Nor- 
folk and the Secretary of the Treasury had no 
authority to make a contract for a larger amount 
than was appropriated to its completion. But 
what does the Senator from Virginia report here? 
He brings in an amendment from the Finance 
Committee, in which he recommends— 

‘* For the completion of the custom-house at Norfolk, Vir- 
ginia, $20,000.” ; 

And then he tells us that the Finance Commit- 
tee report merely appropriations to carry out ex- 
isting contracts; and an attempt is made to draw 
a distinction between the obligation to pay money 
which the officers of the Government have con- 
tracted to pay, and its actual payment. When the 
executive department is charged with disburs- 
ing money without authority of law, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury tells us, ‘* No, they have not 
disbureed a dollar; they have only made the con- 
tract by which they have agreed to disburse !’’ Is 
not that a violation of law?. They have made a 
contract to disburse $20,000 for the completion 
of the Norfolk custom house according to the au- 
thority of the Senator from Virginia, for he says 
this pppeeerenon is merely to carry out existing 
contracts; but I say there was no authority of law 
to make such a contract. . 

Mr. HUNTER. I will state that I learned this 
morning that some of these items are small ap- 


propriations, as I stated in my remarks just now, || him the money with which to do it. The Sena- 


designed to complete buildings on which a good 
deal has already been expended. The amount 
for such cases is small. Many of them, Iam told, 
have occurred. For instance, here is a case at 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire, where they con- 
tracted with the lowest bidder; but the man broke, 
and could not execute the work. What are we 
to do? The work is partly completed, and the 
Department asks for a sum to complete it. The 
same is the case in New Haven, Connecticut; 


the man broke. In Galena, Illinois, they con- 
tracted to build a custom-house according to speci- 
fications for a certain sum; but upon digging down 


THE 


| the foundation they found quicksand. That, of 
course, increased the amount. That, of course, 


vision will have to be made. 
with the marine hospital at New Orleans, and the 


| marine hospital at St. Louis. At St. ere 
1 


came to quicksand seventeen feet in depth, whic 
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was a contingency, an accident, for which pro- | 








were nearly twenty-one million dollars, and the 
/expenditures $23,000,000, leaving some fifteen 


'| million dollars on hand on the Ist of September 


It is the same case || last. Was there no money ? There was so much 


money that the Secretary of the Treasury did not 
know what to do with it, and was appropriating 
| it to the purchase of the indebtedness of the Uni- 


|| they did not expect—had not anticipated; yet | ted States not yet due, by paying the extrava- 
| they had made a contract for a certain depth of || gant premium of some fifteen or seventeen per 


foundation, and a certain size; but they found that 
they had to drive pies to secure the foundation. 
In most of these instances, where there is any 
large difference, it occurred in that way. There 
are some small appropriations asked for that are 
—_— to complete buildings that are nearly com- 
plete 


ground. Yesterday the appropriations recom- 
mended were to carry out existing contracts. 
Yesterday I understood it to be denied that any 
contracts had been made contrary to law. I show 
the law where an appropriation was made to com- 
| plete a particular work, and a further appropria- 
tion is asked at this time for this very work; and 
| now I am answered by being told that a further 
| sum is necessary; that these are a different class 
|| of cases. I have not looked into every one of 
| these cases. 
| Mr. HUNTER. The very large bulk of this 
| appropriation is to carry out existing contracts; 
|most of the items are for existing contracts. 
There are some few instances, to which I have 


| ing contract for it. I believe there is none. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I find that the appropria- 
|| tion bill of 1856 contained this clause: 

‘¢ For the completion of the marine hospital at New Or- 


leans, in addition to the appropriations heretofore made by 
an act approved August 4, 1854, $151,659 20.” 


| Now, here is proposed to be appropriated by 
| this amendment of the chairman of the Commit- 
| tee on Finance, for the completion of the same 
work, $85,000. 

Mr. HUNTER. I can explain that. I am 
| informed by the constructor or agent, Colonel 
Bowman—— 
|| Mr. TRUMBULL. I will hear the explana- 
tion.. I think a good many will be necessary. 

Mr. HUNTER. That occurred in this way: 
when they got down to the depth required by the 
contract, they came to water, and it was neces- 
|| sary to drain and fill in, in order to protect the 
| building. It was useless to put up the structure 
|| with water undermining it, and that occasioned a 
| cost not anticipated when the contract was made 
for the whole building. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. Doubtless some excuse 
| will be found for all these extraordinary appro- 
| priations. I presume that the officers of the Gov- 


truth of the accusation which the Senator from 
New York has brought agasast the ad ministration 
of the Executive Departments. I could hardly 
expect it. But New Orleans is not the only case. 
Norfolk is another. 








Norfolk, and I presume if I were to look through 
this list I could find many instances such as those 
to which I have called attention. 

What was the excuse set up yesterday by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Green] and the Sen- 


| Senator from New 
tion against the Department, he was answered 
by the Senator from Missouri that there was no 
money. He was told it was unjust to charge upon 
the Department the refusal to carry out the law 
in erecting a building which Congress had di- 
rected him to erect, when they did not furnish 








| tor from Georgia reiterated the charge. Well, 
sir, what are the facts? The Senator from New 


York turned to the law, and showed that in 1856 
these appropriations were made, and the Secre- 


tary was then re to erect certain buildings. 
We turn to the Secretary’s report, and we find 


by his annual report communicated to us, that at 
the commencement of the fiscal year, in July, 


| 1857, nearly a year after the time when the ap- 


| million dollars. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. Then this is a change of || 


| just referred, in which the estimate is for the com- || 
pletion of the building. There may be no exist- | 


ernment will not come out and acknowledge the | 


The Senator from Virginia 
did not tell us that the appropriation fell short at | 


ator from Georgia [Mr. Toomss?} When the | 
ork first made this accusa- | 


| propriations were made, there were lying idle in 
| your Treasury something more than seventeen 
Looking further at the report, 
you find that the receipts for the next quarter | 


'eent. This excuse was then abandoned, and it 
| is said now we have no money. Is that so? Has 
the Treasury of the United States ever been 
|empty? Are there not millions in it to-day? The 
truthis, that the Government of the Uhited States 
has never been without money, and the Senator 
| from Virginia is very ready with his loans of 

twenty and fifteen millions to supply it in ad- 
vance with all the funds it may nent. 

But, sir, the Government has upon hand, and 
has had all the time, money sufficient to have pro- 
ceeded with the erection of these public buildings. 
Why, then, has it notbeen done? I suppose ithas 
not been done for some such reason as this. The 
Secretary in his annual report tells us: 

“There are other public works of less necessity, which 
for a variety of causes have not beencommenced. A tem- 
porary postponement of them will violate no existing con- 
tracts ; will deprive no one of employment to which he is 
authorized to look ; will inflict no wrong upon any portion 
of the people ; but will enable the Government to realize 
| its means in advance of its expenditure of them, and per- 
| haps avoid the necessity of increasing the public debt.’ 

Here we see foreshadowed the reason why these 
works have not been commenced. The money 
was diverted by the Secretary of the Treasury to 
_other works, to carry out contracts which had 
|| been made, and made, if this appropriation now 
|| asked for is to carry out contracts, I reiterate, 
| without authority of law; for no Senator can 
justify an officer of this Government in making a 
contract to complete a work which requires more 
| money than he 1s authorized to use for its comple~- 
tion. Willthe Senator from Georgia, or the Sen- 
| ator from Virginia undertake to justify that? If 
| not, then strike from this appropriation which is 
now pending the provisions made for the comple- 
tion of works where money has been appropriated 
| sufficiently for that purpose heretofore. 

I do not understand the basis upon which the 
Finance Committee have proceeded in recom- 
| mending these appropriations. The second of 
| them is: 

‘* For continuing the work on the custom-house at Charles- 
| ton, South Carolina, $300,000.” 

It would be, [ have no doubt, interesting to 
the country to know what the custom-house at 
Charleston is to cost. Has any one any idea what 
itis to cost? Ido not profess to know, for this 
$300,000 is not for finishing it; it is ** for contin- 
uing”’ the work; but I will tell you what I can 
inform the Senate and the country of: I can tell 
them that more than one million seven hundred 
thousand dollars have been appropriated to the 
construction of a custom-house at Charleston , and 
$300,000 is asked ‘* for continuing’’ the work. If 
|| it were for the completion of the work, we could 
see where the thing was toend. I will take that 
|| back, however. We cannot see the cost when 
|| the money is appropriated for the completion of 
the work—it is not completed. We have the ex- 
ample here before us that when Congress appro- 
priates $150,000 to the completion of a particular 
work, we are called upon at the next session to 
appropriate $80,000 more to complete the same 
work; and we are urged to vote for it on the 
ground that contracts are entered into. 

Now, | agree entirely in what the Senator from 
New York has said, that there is no excuse for 
|| the Secretary of the Treasury for not having ap- 
plied the money appropriated by Congress, within 
a reasonable time, to construct the works which 
he was required to build; and I reiterate that there 
is no excuse for any officer of this Government 
| making a contract to pay money which an act of 

Congress bas not given him authority to make; 
and that every one of these appropriations con- 
tained in this, bill, which mos had before been 
appropriated to complete, is holding outa reward 
and an inducement to the Department to enter 
into a contract without authority of law, with 
the idea that then Congress will foot the bill. 
| There are some cases like this: where appropri- 
ations were made for the erection of public build- 
ings, and the amount appropriated was found to 
be insufficient to complete such a building as the 
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Government would require, the Secretary has 
refused, in some instances, though not in all, it 
seems, to commence the work. Well, what is 
the condition of those localities? The work is 
not begun, and therefore this Congress will make 
no appropriations tocommence it; but if the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury could have been induced, 
where $100,000 had been appropriated, to con- 
struct a building which he ascertained it would 
cost $150,000 to make of appropriate dimensions, 
to commence the work and expend the $100,000, 
then Congress, according to the principle adopted 
by the Finance Committee, would come in and 
appropriate the other $50,000 to complete the 
work, because contracts had been made, and it 
wos in process of erection; but if he had done his 
duty, and not used the money at all where the law 
directed him not to make a contract, unless he 
could make it for completing the work for the 
amountappropriated, then he is not to be directed 
to proceed and construct such a building as the 
money would erect. I hope, sir, the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York will be 
adopted. t think it a most important one. 

Mr.iVERSON. Isthe amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New York in a condition to be amend- 
ed by a proviso? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarrt.) 
Not atthistime. Itisan amendment to an amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. IVERSON. If the amendment prevails, 
I understand I shall then have a right to amend it, 
and I give notice that if it prevails, I shall move 
to attach a proviso to it in the following words: 

Provided, The condition of the public finances shall, in 
lis (the Secretary of the Treasury’s) opinion, authorize the 
immediate expenditure, if necessary for the immediate pros- 
ecution of said works. 

It is true, Mr. President, that the Administra- 
tion have determined not to commence works 
which have not already been commenced, because 
I have it personally from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the Secretary of the Navy. They 
have determined not to go on with works which 
Congress have authorized to be constructed that 
have not already been commenced. At what ime 
that determination was made, Lam not informed, 
but I suppose immediately after the great revul- 
sion in our commercial affairs, when it was seen 
that the ‘Treasury would be in a deplorable con- 
dition. I had occasion to apply to the Secretary 
of the Navy on this subject, sometime since, by 
the passage of a resolution of this body, calling 
for information. It will be remembered that at 
the last session of the last Congress $200,000 was 


appropriated for the construction of a naval depot | 


near Brunswick, Georgia. As no work had been 


commenced there, | called on the Secretary ofthe || 


Navy to state the reasons why the work had not 
been commenced. In response to that resolution, 
the Secretary of the Navy, on the 13th of May, 
1858, sent a communication to the Senate setting 
forth what had been done in that case precisely 
as itis understood and stated here, has been done 
in the case of the Ogdensburg custom-house. 
They have gone on and purchased a site; they 
have beught the land on which the depot is to be 
erected, after a negotiation in relation to the price, 
on ascertainment of the legal title, and a cession 
of jurisdiction by the State of Georgia; but they 
have not commenced the works which Congress 


authorized to be constructed. The reason why | 


that has not been done is disclosed in the com- 
munication of the Secretary of the Navy. He 
says: ‘ 
“In reply to the inquiry why the commencement of the 
necessary works has not been made, | would state that 


there is no money in the Treasury which can be applied for || 


that purpose without diverting it from other indispensable 
objects. They fall within the class of public works author- 
ized by Congress, which not haviag been commenced, it 
is not deemed expedient or proper to commence during the 
present condition of the Treasury.’’ 

There is the whole of it. Congress has gone on 
to appropriate money for the construction of this, 
that, and other works: the Administration finds 
itself without the necessary means to complete | 
them or to go on with them; and it determines to | 
suspend their construction until the Treasury gets 
in a better condition. I think that is right. [| 
make no issue whatever with the Secretary of the 
Navy in relation to the construction of a naval | 
depot at Branswick, because I believe he has acted | 
fairly and properly on the subject. The Admin- | 
istration find they have no money; the revenues 
have fallen off neurly fifty per cent., and the Gov- ' 
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ernment has not the money to construct these 
works. What is it todo? The Senator from 
New York and the Senator from Illinois complain 


that it exercises a discretion. That is not only | 
proper, but the executive officers are bound, from | 
necessity, to exercise a discretion. Congress ap- | 
propriates so much money for this object, and so | 


much for another, and so much for another, and 
appropriates altogether, fifty, or sixty, or wre? 
| or eighty million dollars; and the Secretary of the 


|| Treasury finds that he has not got money enough | 


|| to carry out all these objects of appropriation. 
What is he todo? He must necessarily exercise 

| his judgment as to how the money is to be applied; 
| he must of necessity, as well as of propriety, de- 


termine which of these appropriations shall be | 


earried out; he must exercise his judgment, ac- 
cording to the best dictates of his conscience, as 
to what the public service demands; and this I 
understand he bas done, and it is just and proper 


that he should exercise ae The Gov- | 


_ ernment could not be carried on in any other way. 
| If Congress demands of the Executive to perform 


certain functions, and does not place the money | 
in his possession to perform them, | want to know 
Gentlemen on the other side | 
| come forward here and appropriate large sums of | 

money for the construction of certain works; the | 


how he is to do it? 


| money is notin the Treasury to accomplish the 


object; and then they complain of the Secretary | 


that he does not do the works without the money 
| toaccomplish them; and when the Secretary calls 


on them to raise money by loans or ‘Treasury 


l } 


_ notes, they refuse to do it. They say, ‘* we wil 
not give you a dollar; we will not vote you a loan; 
| we will not vote you Treasury notes; we will not 
vote anything by which you may put additianal 
sums in the Treasury; but we demand of you to 
carry out these appropriations and expend the 
_ money: we insist that you shall build the Ogdens- 
burg custom-house, although you have not the 
money, nor will we give you the means of doing 


_it.”? Thisisa very extraordinary doctrine to me. 1 | 
do not understand in what school of ethics, or of 


morals, or of honor, or of honesty, the gentlemen 
have studied. They vote againstevery bill which 
authorizes the raising of money; they vote against 
| the loan bill; they vote against the Treasury-note 
| bill; they vote against everything by which the 
Governmentcallon you to put money in the Treas- 
ury, in order to enable them to carry out these 
| objects; and yet they are all the time piling on 
appropriation after appropriation that the Gov- 
ernment are called upon to execute. I do not 
understand that mode of fairness. If that is fair 
legislation, or a fair mode of dealing with the Ad- 
_ ministration, I certainly have misunderstood the 
true meaning of terms. I think that the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is entitled to exercise his 
| discretion; the Government are bound to exercise 
discretion when they are called upon to expend 
| money for various objects of appropriation. If 
they have not money enough to carry them all 
| out, they must select those which, in their judg- 
ment, the public exigency and the public service 
demand. If they did not do that, they would be 
subject toa public odium under which no Admin- 
istration could ever stand. 
| I give notice, that if the amendment of the Sen- 
| ator from New York prevails, if he wants this 
amendment of his for the purpose of calling the 
attention of the Secretary of the Treasury to this 
| work, if he wants it for the purpose of stimu- 
lating him to the construction of this work when 
means are provided, of if he wants it for the pur- 
_ pose of preventing the lapse of the appropriation, 
to prevent the money going into the surplus fund 
| at the expiration of the time at which the law pro- 
vides such appropriations shall lapse, I propose 
to add this proviso of mine, still reserving a dis- 
| cretion in the Secretary of the Treasury to go on 
with the works if the public finances will justify 
it, and not otherwise. 

Mr, PUGH called for the yeas and nays, on 
the amendment to the amendment; and they were 
ordered. ; 

Mr. MASON. I have paired off on this ques- 
tion with the Senator from New York, [Mr. Sew- 
ARD. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have paired off with the 
Senator from Missouri, (Mr. Pork.] 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resuited—yeas 13, nays 29; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Broderick, Chandler, Dixon, Dur- 
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| kee, Foot, Foster, Hamlin, Harlan, King, Trumbull, Wade 
i) ne Sea 88- ‘ note . ’ 
| S—Messrs. Allen, Bigler, Brown, Clay, Clim 

Davis, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Green, Gwin, hemmed I way 
Houston, Hunter, [verson, Johnson of Tennessee, Matiory’ 
Pearce, Pugh, Reid, Rice, Sebastian, Slidell, Stuart, Phone, 
son of Kentucky, Thomson of New Jersey, oom. 
Wright, and Yulee—29. F 

So the amendment to the amendment was ro. 
jected; and the question recurred.on the amend. 
ment of the Finance Committee, as follows: 

For continuing the extension of the Treasury buijqj 
$500,000. ury building, 

For continuing the work on the custom-house at New 
Orleans, Louisiana, 3350, 

For continuing the work on the custem-house at Charles. 
ton, South Carolina, $300,000, 

For the completion of custom-houses at the follow} 
places, namely: at Ellsworth, Maine, $2,000; at Portsmouth 
New Hampshire, $50,000 ; at Bristol, Rhode Island, includ. 
ing fencing and grading, $5,000; at New Haven, Connect. 
| icut, $60,000 ; at Oswego, New York, $10,000 ; at Plattsburg 

New York, $10,000; at Newark, New Jersey, $10,000 ; a: 
Norfolk, Virginia, $20,000; at Pensacola, Florida, $5,000 . 
at St. Louis, Missouri, $20,000;.at Mobile, Alabama, in. 
cluding fencing and paving, $30,000; at Galena, Iilinois 
$10,000 ; at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, $10,000 ; and for annual 
repairs at custom-houses, $15,000. 

For the completion of marine hospitals at the followin: 
places, namely: at Portland, Maine, $3,000; at St. Mark’s 
Florida, $2,500 ; at New Orleans, Louisiana, including fill. 
ing up site, grading, introducing me and water pipes, and 
fixtures, and fencing, $85,000 ; at Cincinnati, Ohio, $50,000; 
at Galena, Illinois, $5,000 ; and for annual repairs at marige 
hospitals, $15,000. 

For fencing, grading, paving, and furnishing the custom- 
houses at the following places, namely: at Ellsworth,Maine, 
$3,000; at Bath, Maine, (for furniture alone,) $1,100; at 
Burlington, Vermont, $4,600; at New Haven, Connecticut, 
| $8,500 ; at Oswego, New York, $7,300; at Plattsburg, New 
| York, $9,900 ; at Newark, New Jersey, $5,200 ; at Alexan- 
dria, Virginia, $3,700 ; at Norfolk, Virginia, $12,000 ; at Mo- 
bile, Alabama, (for furniture alone,) $2,600; at Pensacola, 
Florida, $2,500 ; at St. Louis, Missouri, $14,600; at Louis 
ville, Kentucky, $3,900; at Cleveland, Ohio, $7,100; at 
| Galena, Lilinois, $3,700; at Milwaukee, Wisconsin, $7,700. 
| For fencing, grading, paving, and furnishing, the marine 
| hospitals at the following places, namely: at Burlington, 

Vermont, $3,400; at Chelsea, Massachusetts, (out-build- 

ings, grading, and fencing,) $19,700; at St. Mark’s, Florida, 
$1,200 ; at Detroit, Michigan, $7,500; at Galena, Illinois, 





$3,800; at Burlington, Iowa, $4,100. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire to move an amend- 
| menttothe amendment. It contains this clause; 
** For continuing the work on the custom-house at New 
Orleans, Louisiana, $350,000.” 
| IT want to add these words: 

And the superintendent of the said custom house shall 
| act as commissioner and disbursing agent of the same. 
| This amendment proposes to grant $350,000 to 
| continue the work on the custom-house at New 
Orleans, on which $2,675,000 have already been 
| expended. If it should pass, $3,025,000 will have 
| been granted for building the custom-house at 
| New Orleans. This is a most extraordinary ex- 
| penditure. ‘The custom-house at New York cost 
| $900,000; the custom-house at Boston $1,100,000; 
and here is an expenditure for New Orleans that 
will amount, if this amendment be adopted, to 
$3,025,000, and the report says it will cost 
| $3,228,000 to complete it. I find that there isa 

commissioner and disbursing agent appointed at 
| a salary of $6,000 a year; and that $6,000 a year 
| of the money appropriated to build this custom- 
| house is used for what seems to be no service at 
| all. There is a superintendent with a salary of 

ten dollars per day, amounting to $3,650 a year. 
| The superintendent can act as commissioner and 

as disbursing agent for that building, and I think 

there is more fitness that he should, than that 
| anybody else should be appointed. Your officer, 

Captain Meigs, employed on this Capitol, and in 
| the construction of the aqueduct to this city, 2a 
| salary of about two thousand eight hundred dol- 
larsa year, acts as superintendent and disbursing 
| agent. T'wo years ago this last month, Mr. Guth- 
| rie discontinued the payment of eight dollars 
| day for a commissioner of this building. Mr. 
| Penn, of Louisiana, was commissioner and dis- 
| bursing agent at sixteen dollars a day—$6,000 a 
_year. Mr. Guthrie discontinued, in April, 1856, 
the pay as commissioner, and this gentleman was 
allowed eight dollars a day as disbursing agent, 
which amounts to $3,000 a year. In April, 1857, 
| Mr. Cobb restored the pay to the commissioner, 


j 





| and reappointed this gentleman with a salary of 


| $6,000 a year as commissioner and disbursing 
agent. 
i Now, sir, the expenditures upon this custom- 
i| house have exceeded all bounds. There is no 

justification for it; and if it existed in any other 


portion of the country we should havea storm of 
} 


denunciation about the extravagant appropria- 
‘| tions expendell there. Is it nevtessary to employ 
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a man at $6,000 a year to pay outthe money that 
is appropriated for this building? Surely, sir, 
there is no necessity for it. Put the duty on the 
superintendent, and it will not cost you a dollar. 

esides, we have employed in New Orleans, in 
the marine hospital, a gentleman at a salary of 
$3,000 a year as disbursing agent. .I intend, if 
this motion carries, to move a similar amendment 
to the appropriation for the marine hospital. It 
seems to me that the superintendents on these 
buildings can disburse the sums appropriated for 
them, and thus save the Treasury $9,000 a year; 
and in the present condition of the Treasury, and 
considering the enormous epxenditures that have 
been made there, I think it our duty to doit; and 
therefore I hope this amendment will be adopted. 
| shall ask for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I think it will be found that 
the discharge of the duties of superintendents of 
the various buildings being erected throughout 
the country, and those of the disbursing officers, 
has always been conferred upon different indi- 
viduals. I think I cannot be mistakenin making 
that assertion in the most unqualified manner. It 
it not peculiar to New Orleans. [| do not think 
any expenditure has been made for the purpose 
of erecting custom-houses or Pr offices in any 
part of the country in which this distinction has 
not been made. I am not aware that both of these 
duties have been imposed on the same individual 
in any part of the United States. Therefore, that 
portion of the charge of the honorable gentleman 
from Massachusetts falls to the ground. 

In relation to the double pay received by Mr. 
Penn, I can only say that it continued throughout 
the whole period of the preceding Administration, 
with the exception of a very few months towards 
its close. Whatthe particular reason was at that 
moment for cutting off the emoluments of Mr. 
Penn, I shall not pretend to say. The fact was 
so, however. He had been in receipt of those 
two allowances for years; and he is one of the 
most faithful disbursing officers of the country. 
I would state one peseterty relation to the 
employment of officers of this sort in Louisiana, 
which probably does not exist in any other part 
of the United States. Our climate is such as to 
require imperatively the occasional absence of the 
employés of the Government from their post for 
the good of their health. This is one of the most 
important works in the country. The superin- 
tendent of the custom-house is Major Beauregard, 
one of the most distinguished officers in the en- 
gineer corps. He for many years has been in 
rather infirm health, and it has been occasionally 
found absolutely necessary, on the advice of his 
physicians, that he should be absent for several 
months. During that period there was no person 
to whom he could confide the duties which de- 
volved upon him by his office. Taking into view 
all these facts, the Secretary of the Treasury 
thought it proper that the gentleman who is 
charged with the disbursing of the public moneys 
there, the payments made on account of the cus- 
tom-house, and who was obliged during many 
months of the year to devote a large portion of 
his time to the superintendency of the building, 
should be allowed something for his additional 
services. 

In relation to Mr. La Sére, I will state that, so 
far from being overpaid, in comparison with other 
officers throughout the country, he does not re- 
ceive what is considered a fair and just compen- 
sation. Mr. La Sére is the disbursing officer, 
not only for the marine hospital in New Orleans, 
involving an expenditure of some $400,000 ar 
$500,000 altogether, but for repairs of the mint, 
for which, at various times, appropriations have 
been made to the extent of $130,000 or $140,000. 
Mr. La Sére received this appointment last spring, 
on the occurrence of a vacancy by the death of 
the previous incumbent. He accepted the posi- 
tion as the disbursing officer for the marine hos- 
pital, and gave bond for a very large amount for 
the faithful discharge of that duty. Previous to 
that time, I think there had been a separate dis- 
bursing agent for the mint, who was receiving his 
regular allowance of eight dollarsaday. I am 
not so very confident in asserting this fact; how- 
ever, i believe it to be true. After he received 
his commission and appointment, and was in dis- 
charge of his duties, a vacancy having occurred 
in the place of the disbursing officer of the mint, 
the Secretary of the Treasury appointed Mr. La 





| Sére to discharge also the duties of disbursing | 


| officer of the mint. 


He was obliged to give a | 


| Separate bond for the proper discharge of the | 


duties of that office. The Secretary of the Treas- | 


| ury, with a degree of rigor which I believe has | 
| been applied to no other part of the country, re- 


fused to allow Mr. La Sére any additional com- 
pensation for this additional labor. I think [| 


| have disposed of that case. 





| at New York is totally insufficient for the wants 

of that great commercial metropolis. 
| be three times as large as it is. 
| that, at this moment the General Government is | 


| so from the character of the soil. 


| the exact dimensions of the ground, the block 


| munificent a donation required, in some degree, a | 


| [ have here a siatement of the estimated cost, pre- 


| it is the custom-house building proper in the city 


Now,as the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts does not touch at all the question | 
of the propriety of this appropriation of $300,000, 
it will not be necessary for me to enter into a long 
explanation of the condition of the custom-house, | 
and the immense cost of that building. I will | 
state, however, that this probably is the largest 
public building in the United States, with the | 
single exception of the eet Its foundations | 
have been very massive. They were necessarily 
It covers an 
area of some four hundred feet by three hundred. 
The former Secretary of War, probably, can give 


which it covers. That ground was made a dona- 


| tion by the city of New Orleans, for the purpose 
| of having that custom-house erected. Ifa similar 
| extent of ground, in an equally advantageous po- 


sition, had been necessary to be acquired by the 
Government in any other city of the Union, I 
venture to say it could not have been purchased, 
or it would not have been purchased, for less than 
$2,000,000. That was a most munificent donation 


| on the part of the city of New Orleans. I suppose | 


that had some influence with the Secretary of the | 
Treasury in the plans which he adopted for the | 
erection of this building. He considered that so | 


corresponding disbursement on the part of the | 
General Government. Had the same building been | 


required in New York, in a corresponding posi- || 


tion, I venture to say the ground could not have | 
been acquired for less than $4,000,00Q, and that | 
the whole expense would have been sfx or seven | 
millions, 


Now, as to another error of fact on the part of | 


| the Senator from Massachusetts. He says that the || 


custom-house at New York cost but $1,000,000. | 


pared by the construction department of the Treas- 
ury, of the custom-house building, and I presume 


of New York, and it is $2,000,000; so that on this | 
pest the Senator made a slight mistake of one 
half. Everybody admits that the custom-house 


| 


It ought to | 





| paying for occupation of various buildings, among 


| 
| 


others, alarge portion of the assay office there, in | 
interest upon the capital or, in the actual form of | 


rent, some sixty or seventy thousand dollars, rep- 


resenting, at six percent.,an additional capital of | 


one million or one million two hundred thousand 
dollars. At the same time the accommodations for 


the discharge of business are totally inadequate in | 


New York, as everybody knows. 

As regards abuses of the Government, I will 
not pretend to say exactly under whose Admin- 
istration these things occurred; but I know very 
well that during the whole period employed in 


the construction of the custom -house in New York | 
three commissioners were employed by the Gov- | 
ernment at eight dollars a day in the discharge of | 
these duties; and I think it will be found that | 
under this Administration, and under all past Ad- | 
ministrations, there has been no more economical || 


disbursement of the public money than in New 


3ut in addition to | 


| 











$$ 


they have Werived no advantage at all from this 
vast expenditure; but as it séems to be admitted 
that the main object of this particular section is 
not objectionable, I shall say nothing more upon 
that subject. Itmay, however, be proper to state 
that this sum of $300,000 is the lowest possible 
sum which could have been required by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to provide for the fulfill- 
ment of existing contracts. If this appropriation 
be not made, the men who have delivered and are 
now delivering the granite of New Hampshire, 
the 1ron of New Jersey, New York, and Penn- 
sylvenia, cannot be paid; and I would wuggest to 
the Senator from Massachusetts that if he were 
to strike out this appropriation he would prob- 
ably affect his own constituents much more than 
mine. 

Mr. GREEN. I have nota word to say against 
Mr. La Sére, or any other disbursing agent in the 
city of New Orleans, or elsewhere. I know Mr. 
La Sére personally, and what I know of him is 
all to his honor. He is a high-minded, honorable 
gentleman, worthy of the position; but I really 
think the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Massachusetts just and proper. There is 
no uniform rule in the United States with regard 
to disbursing agents in making payments for pub- 
lic works. Ata majority of the ports where cus- 
tom-houses, post offices, and court-houses, are 
being built, the customs’ officer is made the dis- 
bursing agent, without any eempensation for it; 


and [ think that very wise and very proper. There 


is no uniform law as to the number of supervisors 
of the building. There is always a local architect, 
and must of necessity be, to conduct the building, 
and see that its parts are all properly adjusted. 
There is generally a superintendent to see that all 
is carried on according to contract. That may be 
proper; but when contracts are made and amounts 
are to be paid out in large sums, there can be no 
necessity for a separate disbursing agent to make 
the payments in fulfillment of the contract. If it 
be a percentage, it is paid in large amounts, from 
| $25,000, or $30,000, or $50,000 ata time. The 
| contractor pays the day laborers; he pays for ma- 
terials, &c., and therefore it is not necessary to 
keep a multiplicity of accounts. The superintend- 
ent can do it without any very serious hardship. 
I would suggest to the Senator from Massachu- 


|| setts an amendment of his proposition. Whoever 


is the disbursing agent, ought to be under bond 
and security, and he ought to put that provision 
to it. Let the Secretary require the requisite se- 
curity to protect the interests of the Government 


|| of the United States; then dispense with all super- 


numerary officers, in doing which we injure no 
public service. We do not strike at the custom- 
house in the city of New Orleans; we are willing 
to let the appropriation go as it ought; but let the 
money be applied to the purpose. Do not abstract 
$6,000 of it in payment of the salary of an officer 
who ¢an be dispensed with, and his duties im- 
posed upon another, without any injury to the 

ublic service. I shall vote for the amendment, 


|| but I suggest the modification I have indicated. 


Mr. SLIDELL. The Senator from Missouri 

is altogether mistaken about the fact of the build- 

' ings in New Orleans—I do not know how it may 
be in other parts of the country—being conducted 
exclusively on the contract system. ‘The con- 
tracts, as [said before, are made for the iron and 

| for the granite; the laborers are employed ; the 
'Government, and paid by it. The pay roli in- 
cludes some five or six hundred men, who are paid 
off by the week, and the disbursing officer is 
obliged to attend to the payment of each of them. 
Mr. HAMLIN. The amendment now pend- 
ing, offered by the Senator from Massachusetts, 


is an amendment to anamendment; and I cannot, 


Orleans, in the employment of officers-to whom | 1 mn ; 
therefore, offer any additional amendment to it; 


this branch of the service has been confided. As | , 
regards the custom-house in New Orleans, it has | but I will read one which I think appropriate, and | 
been a very expensive building. There are vari- || | suggest it to the Senator from Massachusetts to 
ous reasons, one or two of which I have enumer- || adopt it as a portion of his amendment: 

ated before. The character of the soil required And in all cases where there is superintendent for the 

a foundation such as had not been known in any |, erection of public buildings, he shall act as disbursing agent, 

other partof the country. Besides, instead of | and shail give bonds for the faithful discharge of his duties. 

employing the material which might have been || That makes it general. 1 do not know, sir, that 
found on the spot, pursuing a policy which has | there isany evil in theadministration of our Gov- 

never met with my concurrence, the General Goy- | ernment which can be corrected by the Senate; 

ernment has derived every material for that cus- | but if there is any, it would seem to me that this 

tom-house from the North. The granite comes |; is one which should be examined into and be cor- 

from New Hampshire; the iron from Pennsylva- |; rected by the Senate. The Senator from Mis- 

nia, New York, and New Jersey; and so far as || souri is mistaken when he says that all the cus- 

our mevhanics are concerned in New Orteans, ||! tom-houses now in process of erection are done 
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under contract, A few—the New Orleans and 
Charleston custom-houses—were begun before the 
system of contracts was adopted by the Depart- 
ment. Perhaps there are none other than these 
two which are not erected under a system of con- 
tracts. 

Mr. PUGH. There are three or four. 

Mr. HAMLIN. Bat the great number are be- 
ing constructed under a system of contracts. On 
referring to the Finance Report for last year, I find 
at page 129 a list of all the custom-houses, court- 
houses, and marine hospitals, that are in process | 
of erection, and I find there that uniformly in 
every case they have a superintendent whose pay 
varies all the way from four to six, eight, and ten | 
dollars per day; and they have also at each and | 
every place a separate disbursing agent. I think 
that if we examine this simple table that is before 
us, we shall learn where a very considerable por- 
tion of the moneys that have been appropriated 
for the erection of public buildings has gone to. I 


THE CONGR 





,and 


find, too, that in very many cases the disbursing || 


agents are the collectors of the port. Ido not 
understand by what authority of law they are al- 
lowed to act as disbursing agents, receiving addi- 
tional compensation for that service. The chair- 
man of the Committee on Finance knows better 


than I do what is the law; but, as I understand || 


it, no person in the employ of the Government, 
who receives a fixed salary, can receive compen- 
sation for discharging the duties of another offi- 
cer. Ido not know but that that provision of 
the jaw is confined to Army and Navy officers; | 
but I think it is general. If, however, it does not 
apply to civil officers it ought to apply to them. 


| how much to pay. The small duty of paying out 


| far the contract is completed. 


ir. FESSENDEN. Will my colleague allow || 


me to make a statement? 

Mr. HAMLIN. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, As to Army officers, I 
know that while the custom-house and marine 


lan 
Franklin as superintendent, and he was at the 
same time, as he is now, an officer of the Army. 
He was then employed as superintendent of light- 
houses out there, for which also he received pay. 
He received eight dollars a day continuously, 
being an officer of the Army—four dollars for 
each building as superintendent. 

Mr. HAMLIN. There is some such provision 
of law certainly applicable to some classes of of- 
ficers. Now, let me call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the table to which I have alluded. I have it 
before me; and I commence with my own State, 
with which I am familiar, and know something | 
about. In Bath they are erecting a custom-house, 
and T. G. Stockbridge is superintendent, and Jo- 
seph Berry, who is the collector of the port, is dis- 
bursing agent. Stockbridge receives four dollars 
a day, and Berry four hundred dollars a year for 
this service, in addition to his pay as collector. | 
think a superintendent of such a building ought 
to be a practical mechanic. In running my eye 
over the list in regard to Maine—and there are 
five works in process of construction there—I do 
not see a single one who is a mechanic. 
waiving that objection, these superintendents do 
not occupy beyond a single hour in the day, and 
probably not more than one hour in the week, in | 
this service. The custom-house officer, who is 
also disbursing agent, receives pay as the dis- 
bursing agent in addition to his compensation as 
collector. I believe every disbursing agent in my 
State is a custom-house officer—Berry, Smart, | 
Jones, Leavitt, Macdonald, and Kennedy—every 
one of them. At the end of the week, or only | 
perhaps at the end of the month, they pay out | 
money, or give checks for the money which is | 
due to the operatives or contractors. It may take | 
two Or three hours in a month; and they receive | 
their four hundred dollars per annum for this ser- | 
vice. 

I submit to the Senate that this is a state of 
things which ought to be arrested. It is only 
for the purpose of sustaining, in many cases, | 
mere political partisans. I have nothing to say 
in relation to the case in New Orleans. I know 
both the gentlemen in office there, whose names 
have been mentioned; and I know them to be 
highly respectable gentlemen. I have nothing to 
say against them individually; but I affirm that 
this system abstracts from the Treasury a large 
amount of money, for no adequate service ren- 
dered. ‘Take the case in New Orleans. How 


pose were in process of construction at Port- | 
, eight dollars a day was paid to Lieutenant || 





| however, it exists, wherever it came from; it has 


_ should not vote to make New Orleans an excep- 
| tional case; Ido not understand why it should be | 


| all these disbursing agents. 
Stull, || 








much time does it take the disbursing agent who | 
disburses the money there? Does it take him | 
one day in a week? I do not believe it takes 
more than one day in a month. 
Mr. SLIDELL. I will answer that question. | 
I happen to be in the custom-house very often, | 
pete that the duties of the superintendent 
and disbursing officer are of such a character as 
to require their constant presence. They are 
always in the building; and you may find them | 
there every day in the year, from nine o’clock 
until four, unless they are absent on account of 


|, indisposition. 


Mr. HAMLIN. I presume that is so, as the 
Senator says so. I only say that there is not a 
particle of necessity for the disbursing agent ever 
treading the threshold of the building. All he 
does is to pay out the money when he gets the 
proper vouchers on which to pay it. He may 
f° there and spend all of his time, if he pleases; 

only say there is nothing about the discharge 
of his duties that requires him to go there at all. 

Now, one word in relation to making the super- 
intendents disbursing agents. They are the best 
officers for it. They ought to know better, the 
do know better, to whom the money is to be paid. 
They are the persons who superintend the erec- 
tion of the building, and they only know how far 
it has progressed, what sums are due, and how 
It must be on the 
certificate of the superintendent that the disburs- 
ing officer pays. He is just the man who is, by 
his position, qualified, and knows just when and 


money would not be a great addition to his labor. 
If, however, it should require a trivial addition | 
to the compensation already received by the su- 
er make that addition; but I do not 

elieve there is a superintendent who does not 
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tending and disbursing. 

I have no feeling in this matter. I do not im- 
agine it isgoing to commend itself to the Senate; 
but in these days when you are talking about re- 
trenchment, in these days when we are all look- 
ing at the enormous expenditures that are made, 
if there is a place where the pruning-knife can be 
applied, this is one; and I think it is one where 
it ought to be applied. 
when this system originated; I never knew of its 
existence until [ saw it here. 1 can only say, 


probably grown up gradually; and I would act 
and vote at any time, and at all times, precisely 
as I mean to do now, because I believe, in my 
heart, the thing is right, and ought to be done. I | 


so; but I will vote to put them all on the same 
footing. I will vote to make every superintend- 
ent of any of these buildings the Snbvoring officer, 
and I think we ought to do that. 

Mr. CLAY. I shall vote for this amendment; 
but I would rather vote for one dispensing with 


Mr. KING and others. Make it that. 

Mr. CLAY. I will prepare an amendment, if 
I have time, for that purpose. I think that these 
officers are entirely supernumerary, and that we 
may dispense with them. I panier that during 
the last Congress there came before the Commit- 








_ tee on Commerce a memorial from the collector 


of Charleston—I think it was Mr. Coleock—ask- 
ing a very small percentage, one or two percent., 
upon money which he had disbursed as agent of | 
the GBvernment there. It was sibmitted to Mr. 





Guthrie, then Secretary of the Treasury, and, in 
reply, he very promptly said that the claim was 
without any just foundation, either in law or in 
equity. He said that it was the collector’s duty 
to disburse as well as to collect the moneys of the 
Government, and the committee reported against 
the claim. 

_ Amongst other objections that I have to this 
system, ahy man who will run his eye over the 
report and see the rates of compensation allowed 
at different places, will perceive that it appears to 
be goveried rather by favoritism than by the ex- 
pense of living at these places. For instance, let 
me call attention to the compensation in Maine. 
Atthe various custom-houses there the disbursing 
officer gets his $400 per annum; but in New 
Ham hire, at Portsmouth, Mr. Hatch is allowed 


| five dollars a day. Ido not know wheiher they 


I do not know where or || 


I find in the amendment pro 
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include Sundays, or whether they include ever 
| day in the week except Sunday; but from what 





| the Senator from Louisiana says, I suppose yoy 


|| may count at least six days in the week. Then 


| he gets over fifteen hundred dollars per annum 

_ salary for doing what is required to be done jn 

/ the State of Maine for $400. Looking further 
down, I find that the disbursing agent at Proyj. 
dence gets six dollars a day, which is more than 

eighteen hundred dollars per annum, for the same 

| service obtained in Maine for $400 per ani.am. 
Then, when I come to the southern custom. 
houses, I find that the disbursing agent in Mobile 
is the collector of the port, (Mr. Sanford,) and 
there appears to be allowed him, in addition to 
his compensation as collector, the sum of $400 
as disbursing agent; but in New Orleans, where 
the cost of living is not higher, Mr. Penn gets 
sixteen dollars per day, or upwards of six thou- 
sand dollars a year, for performing the same ser- 
vice. 

The inequality of this system, it seems to me, 
will strike every man in the Senate. And if the 
collector at Charleston was forced to disburse q 
very large amount, for which he was refused all 
compensation whatever, the then Secretary of the 
Treasury maintaining that it was his duty to dis- 
burse as well as to collect moneys, upon the order 

| of the Government, why, I ask, should we pay 
| $6,000 to an agent in New Orleans for performing 
this service? I think it is an unnecessary and 
superfluous expense—one that we might well dis- 
pense with; and I shall vote for an amendment to 
| strike outall appropriations for every one of these 
| disbursing agents, and require the duty to be per- 
formed by the collectors. I do this at the same 
time with a consciousness that I am disobliging, 
| perhaps, a friend and constituent of my own—Mr. 


10t || Sanford—whom I esteem very highly, as a gen- 
| receive an ample compensation for both superin- | 


tleman and a good citizen; but I think we ought 
| to reduce the expenditures of the Governmentas 
much as possible, and I do not doubt that there 
are a large number of supernumeraries in all the 
| collection districts, and that these disbursing 
| agents may be very well dispensed with. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Louisiana 
tells us that superintendents are not appointed as 
| disbursing agents. I know that it is not usual to 
do so, but that is no reason why it should not be 
done. The power of appointing disbursing agents 
is éxoreiatlt by the Secretary of the Treasury. I 
offered a resolution the other day, which was 
adopted by the Senate, calling on the Secretary 
for the authority by which these appointments 
were made, and his answer has been received. 
The Senator from Louisiana, however, is mis- 
taken in the fact. There are a few such cases. [ 
find that at Pensacola, in Florida, the superintend- 





|| ent is disbursing agent; and at Natchez, in Mis- 


| sissippi, and Napoleon, in Arkansas, the super- 
| intendent is disbursing agent. Here, in the Dis- 
| trict of Columbia, on the Treasury building, Mr. 
| Bowman is superintendent and disbursing agent. 
There is also a case in Louisiana returned, where 
Mr. Duncan acts in both capacities. Now, I see 
no reason why the superintendents of these build- 
ings should not act as disbursing agents in all 
| cases. I believe the duty of disbursing the moneys 


|| appropriated for the erection of these buildings 


| can be performed without any additional cost to 
| the Government by the superintendents, and bet- 
| ter performed than they can be by any other per- 
_sons who may be appointed. 

sed by the Com- 


mittee on Finance, an item of $300,000 for con- 
tinuing the custom-house at Charleston, South 
Carolina. That, with the appropriations hereto- 
fore made, makes $2,300,000 for that custom- 
house ata port where they collect about half a 
million of revenue perannum. I think it is a very 
unwise and unnecessary expenditure for a city of 
that size. I find that the collector of the port of 
Charleston, ata ae of only $400 a year 
in addition to his salary as collector, acts as dis- 





bursing agent, and we propose to appropriate 
000 for that custom- vain, Wah ,000 for 
ew Orleans. Why cannot the superintendent 


at ten dollars a day in Charleston—for I find that 

the superintendent there has ten dollars a day— 
act as disbursi ent? . F 

Mr. HAYNE. I willtellyouwhy. He isan 

engineer, and Iam very much mistaken if he does 

not enter into all the contracts; and if he were dis- 

‘ bursing agent besides, there would be no check 
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ie accountable. He gives ample security, Many 
of the superintendents would notdo it. Ido not 
think it would be proper to make the superintend- 
ent the disbursing agent, , 

Mr. WILSON. I disagree with the honorable 
Senator from South Carolina, and I see no reasor 
why that gentleman, receiving $3,650 a year. 
should not disburse the money necessary to be 
disbursed at Charleston, and give bonds to the 
Government for the faithful discharge of the duty. 
Therefore, without applying this amendment spe- 
cially to this case, I nome the suggestion of the 
Senator from Maine, and am willing to take his 
amendment as it has been modified. 


Mr. HUNTER. I suggest to the Senator from || 


Massachusetts that it would be safer to have the 
collector the disbursing agent. The superintend- 
ent is very often a mere architect. 

Mr. HAYNE. The superintendent is daily at 
his post. As the honorable gentleman from Lou- 
isiana has said, he is always there; and, if I mis 
take not, he makesall the contracts. Atany rate, 
he is always at his post, and the office is exceed- 


ingly onerous. 

Mr. CLAY. Ihave prepared an amendment, 
which [ think will cover the object of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. It is to insert this provision 
as an additional section to the bill: 

And be it further enacted, That the collectors of cus- 
toms in the several collection districts of the United States 
shall be, and they are hereby and hereafter, required to act 
as disbursing agents for the payment of all moneys appro- 
priated for the building of custom-houses, marine hospitals, 


or other public buildings; and that hereafter disbursing | 


agents and the clerks of disbursing agents shall be dispensed 


“ith. 
"Mr. WILSON. I certainly have no objection 
to that form. I understand it meets the appro- 


bation of the chairman of the Committee on Fi- | 


nance. 

Mr. HUNTER. I will vote for it. I do not 
understand the subject very well, but I know that 
the superintendents are frequently mere archi- 


tects, and it would not do to make them disburs- || 
ing agents. We know that the collecters are safe | 


disbursing agents. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. One difficulty about this 


amendment is that some of the public buildings | 


are erected at places where there are no collectors 
of customs. For instance, you do not always 


erect a court-house in a place where there is a | 


collector. 


Mr. HUNTER. The buildings are forcustom- | 


houses and court-houses together. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. All I want is to make the 
provision broad enough to cover all these build- 
ings in the United States. 


Mr. WILSON. The Senator from Alabama | 
and the Senator from Virginia wish to have the || 


collectors made disbursing agents. The Senator 
from Maine suggests that this cannot be done in 
all cases. Now why not say, “ collectors or su- 
perintepdents.’’ There may be a few cases where 
a superintendent would act in that way, and, ii 


the Senator from Alabama will agree to that mod- 


ification, I will accept his amendment. 

Mr. CLAY. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I would suggest another 
thing, to add to the amendment, that he shall re- 
ceive no additional compensation for the discharge 
of these duties. 

Mr. CLAY. I shall be sure to do that. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If you do not do it, the 
will go on and give them eight dollars a day ad- 
ditional. 

Mr. PUGH. If Senators had looked at the end 
of this table, on page 132 of the Finance Report, 
they would have found a note answering some of 
their objections: 

“Nore. Those disbursing agents whose rate of compen- 
sation is stated at $400 per annum are collectors, whose 
compensation is fixed at two and a half per cent. on the 
amount disbursed ; provided such percentage, in addition to 
the percen received for light-house and all other dis- 
bursements, does not exceed four hundred dollars per an- 
hum. Generally, where there is a collector at the location 
of a work, he is appointed disbursing agent ; but at New 
Orleans, and a few other places, a separate disbursing agent 
is employed.”? 

I think the cheapest plan would be to make 
them all collectors where there is one, and to bring 
him under the $400 provision, which is a mere 
additional per centum to his compensation. He 
does not get that, unless the percentage amounts 
to it; it is a limitation. Where there is no col- 
lector, L have no great objection to appointing a 





on him. The collector receives the funds, and he || superintendent; but when I look over this col- 
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| umn, I see that many of these superintendents 
| are Army officers, and I do not want to give them 
any more power. 

dr. HUNTER. There isa law in regard to 
| designating depositaries. If a collector be desig- 
nated as a depositary, he receives a certain per 
| centum, so much on the $100,000. I suppose it 


| I am not certain of that. I think it probable, from 
hearing this note read, that it is under that law 
that the collectors get it. 

Mr. PUGH. I will vote for an amendment to 
make the collector a disbursing agent, wherever 
| there is a collector. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Alabama 
is preparing his amendment as a separate section. 

dr. CLAY. If the Senate will go on and per- 
| fect this bill, I shall endeavor, in the mean time, 
to compass the viewsof all gentlemen, by writing 
an amendment which shall be a concluding sec- 
| tion of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Srvarrt in 
| the chair.) Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
withdraw his amendment with that understand- 
ing? 

Mr. WILSON. Ido. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the ques- 
tion recurs on the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, | find in this amendment an 
| item of $300,000, for continuing the work on the 
| custom-house at Charleston, South Carolina. I 
| wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
| Finance, if that is necessary? I find in a report 
| made by Captain Bowman, a statement that 
$100,000 is needed. 
| ever is necessary. 

Mr. HUNTER. I am assured by Captain Bow- 
man—I saw him this seoruine=-tliet this sum is 
|| necessary, and it is all for material, except so 
|| much labor as will be necessary to put up the ma- 
|| terial when it gets there, and not leave it exposed 
to the weather. That is the explanation made to 





I am willing to vote what- 





me. 

|| Mr. HAYNE. The custom-house in Charles- 
ton is in a peculiar condition, It is not near so 
| far advanced as the New Orleans custom-house; 
| and, unless you make an appropriation sufficient 
to use up the material, a great deal of it will be 
|| destroyed. The proper kind of mechanics have 
been collected. It is a beautiful building, a very 
|| costly one, and if you discharge your good work- 
|| men you may not be able to get them again. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The last reported amendment of the committee 
| was to insert as a new section: 





| Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That section six of an 
act passed August 15, 1856, entitled “* An act making appro- 
| priations for certain civil expenses of the Government, for 
| the year ending 30th of June, 1857,’ shall apply to the sub- 
sistence of the commissioner therein named from the time 
| he entered upon the discharge of his duties, and the same 
|, shall be paid out of appropriations already made. 


Mr. PUGH. What commissioner is that? I 
dislike this voting in the dark. 
Mr. HUNTER. The Senator from Maine can 
explain. 
r. FESSENDEN. It is the commissioner 
under the reciprocity treaty for fixing the line 
| agreed upon; and if the Senator wants an expla- 
nation of the necessity of the provision, I will 
| give itto him. The salary of the commissioner 
was originally fixed at $2,000. It was supposed 
| at the time the salary was fixed that he would re- 
ceive, in addition to it, his expenses. His ex- 
penses have necessarily been, for several years, 


| 








more than his salary, and the ameunt to pay them 
was not oprecpeene because it was supposed to 
be covered by the previous legislation. It was 
discovered by my colleague, however, that that 
was not provided for, and he suggested it to the 
Secretary of State, who admitted at once its pro- 
priety, but said he had no authority, under the 
act, to pay the expenses, and an allowance must 
be made him for subsistence, at four dollars a 
day. it was made two years ago. It was sup- 
|| posed, at the time, that this provision was made 
| for the preceding years—that it covered the year 
| which had elapsed; but on examination it has 
| been found that although it applied to that year, 
|| and all succeeding years, and has since been reg- 
|| ularly estimated for, it did not apply to the first 
| year. There is money out of which the payment 


| 
i 


| 
} 






is under that law they get the $400 alluded to; but || 











_can be made already appropriated, and this prop- 
_ osition is simply to~give him his subsistence for 
the first year, which he has never received. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I offer another amendment 
from the Committee on Finance, to insert at the 
end of the first section: 


To enable the Library Committee to complete the pay- 
ments for a series of portraits of the Presidents of the Uni- 
ted States, contracted for under authority of Congress, and 


| for framing the same, $5,000. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. I offer another amendment: 

For paying the expenses of the commissioners appoint- 
| ed in pursuance of the joint resolution of the 24th of Feb- 
| ruary, 1857, to inquire into, and testing the processes of J, 
| T. Barclay, for preventing the counterfeiting of the coins 
| of the United States, in addition to the sum appropriated by 
| said resolution, $800 
| Mr. TOOMBS. I move to amend the amend- 
| ment by adding to it $1,200 for Dr. Barclay. The 
/commissioners who have tested these experi- 
| ments under a resolution I introduced at the last 
| session, speak very favorably of them, and they 
| state in their report, which I handed to the chair- 
man of the Finance Committee, that Mr. Barclay 
had been attending during the whole progress of 
the experiments, and they turned out advantage- 
| ously to the country in testing the means discov- 
ered by him to prevent counterfeiting. They rec- 

ommend that his expenses at least be paid, and 
| they say $1,200 would be right for them. I hope 
_ the Senate will agree to add $1,200 for Mr. Bar- 
clay’s expenses. 

Mr. HUNTER. Eight hundred dollars is for 
| machinery to test the improvement. The Com- 
| mittee on Finance agreed to the sum of $800 for 
| machinery. 
| Mr. TOOMBS. I move to add $1,200 for the 
|expenses of Dr. Barclay. He is a gentleman, 
| without means, who has attended to this business. 
It is likely to be advantageous to the Govern- 
ment. So the commissioners report—two scien- 
tifie gentlemen who have considered the matter; 
and I think it is but fair to allow the old man 
his expenses while giving his labor. I propose 
| to amend the amendment by adding to it— 

And $1,200 to the said J. T. Barelay, for payment of 
his expenses while attending at the Mint for that purpose. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This commission was 
| originally appointed at the request of Dr. Barclay, 
| for the popes of testing an invention which he 
| alleged he had made. It had not then been test- 
ed; he had not the means to do it himself, and 
| therefore he applied to Congress to furnish him 
with the means. If it turns out to be successful 
it will be very valuable; if unsuccessful, of course 
it will be worth nothing. He being deeply inter- 
ested in the matter, asked for, and obtained the 
assistance of, the Government to test his experi- 
ment. We have paid the expenses of the com- 
mission, for which purpose a sum was appropri- 
ated; [ do not know how much. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Two thousand five hundred 
dollars. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The commissioners have 
been acting; they now say that they think, from 
present appearances, the discovery will turn out 
to be advantageous, and they need $800 more to 
enable them to complete the examination; and 
they recommend that as Dr. Barclay has given 
his time to aid them, $1,200 should be appropri- 
ated for his use. The question then is, whether 

Congress will only pay the expenses of making 
the Sniesienant arhial will be advantageous to Dr. 
Rarclay if successful, and stop there, or whether 
they will also go further, and pay his expenses 
while it was being made. It is very evident that 
if it turns out to be unsuccessful the expenses. of 
the experiment wiil have been paid by the Gov- 
ernment, and they will get no benefit fromit. If 
it turns out to be successful, this man will have 
all the benefit of the examination and experiment 
which have been carried onat the expense of the 
Government. The question is whether Congress 
will pay his capone in addition to trying his 
| ex iment at their expense. 

r. TOOMBS. This is a small matter, but the 
Senator from Maine does not state it quite fairly. 
| Mr. FESSENDEN. I certainly intend to do 

8 


| so. 

| Mr.TOOMBS. I know you intend it, but you 
| do not state‘all the facts of the case. From the 
| nature of the discovery, it is of no use to any 
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body but the Government. He has tested it him- | 
self, so as to be satisfied of his theory, and the 
commissioners seem to be satisfied with it. If it 
Lurns Out to bea great advantage to the currenc 
of the country, as he supposes, Congress will al. 
low just as much compensation as they may con- 
sider him entitled to for the benefit of the country. 
It is not a thing the man can use as private prop- 
erty, in any shape or form; for it is an invention 
in regard to coining, to prevent counterfeiting by 
the various modes in which modern science has | 
aided it. He cannot sell it to anybody but the | 
Grovernment. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Still it is settled to be a 
matter of so much consequence to this Govern- 
ment, if it turns out successfully, that, as a matter 
of necessity, the Government will avail them- 
selves of it; and unquestionably, if they do, they 
will pay him liberally. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Government will pay | 
what they think itis worth. All we ask now is 
to allow him his expenses while he was assisting 
the Government officers in testing the matter. The | 
old gentleman came to me more than two years 
ago, and showed me his process; and I thought | 
it was very worthy of public attention, and would | 
be of immense advantage to the public in prevent- 
ing counterfeiting. The matter has been tested 
by a scientific commission appointed by the Gov- 
ernment, who recommend the payment of $1.200 
——his expenses in attending at the Mint in Phila- 
delphia. It is a small matter; and I hope the 
money will be voted. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Lhope there will be no ob- 
jection to this amendment. Though the improve- 
ment may be very valuable, and the man may get 
a fair price for it when it is done, you should give 
him enough to live on while the experiment is 
going on. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not believe in that 
I want the Senate to understand the matter fairly. 
if the principle applies to Dr. Barclay, it applies 
to anybody else who comes forward and says he 
has something very valuable to the Government. 
I have heard gentlemen on this floor object over 
and over again against the Government being at 
the expense of trying experiments to test the value 
of inventions and discoveries, which inventors 
might say would be of advantage to the Govern- 
ment. Here is a case where the Government has 
not only gone to the expense, saving him the ne- 
cessity and consequent expense of testing it; that 
is to say, of proving to a certainty that ut would 
be valuable; making the experiment at its own 
cost, but where he calls on us in addition to that 
to pay him for his own time in attending to what 
is to be very important to him as well as to the 
Government if it succeeds. .My own constitu- 
tional difficalties on such subjects are not great, 
but | would suggest to gentlemen who are rather 
apt to present such objettions on occasions like 
this, that I think this isa very good case for them. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I know that if this experi- 
ment succeeds, it must be for the benefit of the 
Government, and the inventor will not have more 
than we choose to give him anyhow. He has got | 


| deal. The discovery was complete, and the action 


cal operation for its use. Nobody else wanted it. 
| It was of no use to him. 
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whether it was valuable or not; in order that the || 
Government might take it if good, and reject it if | 
bad. During the late war in Europe, the inven- || 
tive genius of the country seemed to be particu- || 
larly excited on the subject of improvements in 
arms; and if the United States had undertaken to || 
make all the experiments upon various arms, and | 
particularly upon cannon, which would be of no |) 
use in any private enterprise, and the various mod- || 
ifications of fortification suggested by men who | 
had no knowledge, who had not learned even the | 
elements of the subject on which they claimed to || 
teach, the amount appropriated for fortification 
would have been buta mite compared to the sum 
required for the expenditures. I think the Gov- || 
ernment has acted generously, even more gener- || 
ously than wisely, in undertaking to conduct ex- || 
periments in relation to these inventions; and || 
clearly the inventors should be held to support 
themselves while the experiment is going on, if 
that be the only check you intend to interpose be- || 
tween the Treasury and those men whose minds || 
are busy in suggesting things they cannot them- 
selves carry out. 
Mr. TOOMBS. The remarks made by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi have no sort of application 
to the case; and the Senator states that he did not 
know of it before it was brought up. This gen- | 
tleman, who is ascientific man, had demonstrated | 
upon scientific principles that there was a mode 
of preventing the counterfeiting of the coin of the 
country, the abrasion and deterioration of it, and 








|, detecting a great many scientific means which 


were used for the purpose of deteriorating, or 
abrading, or otherwise lessening the value of the 
currency. He demonstrated to those competent 
to judge of it, that his system would do this; and || 
he proposed that the Government should make 
coin on these principles for itsélf. It is of no 
value to anybody else. The Government ap- || 
pointed two of the most scientific men who could 
be selected to test it 
and say the discovery is what he declared it was. || 
The matter has been tested at the Mint at the 

small cost of $2,500 About three per cent. of the 
entre gold and silver coin in the United States 
now in circulation is counterfeited. It is a mat- || 
ter of vast importance to the country. Scien- | 
tific men were appointed to inquire into the mat- 

ter, and test whether it was of value If not, the || 
Government lost nothing; if it turned out to be 
of value, the Government would make a great || 


of the Government was only putting it in practi- 


He could not * coin 

money,’’ or ** reculate the value thereof.’’ It is 
PY» S : P os 

not like the case of an ordinary invention of fire- 


| arms, which the party has a direct interest in, and 


| into operation. The Government alone was inter- || 


he merely requires mechanical means to put it 


ested in this matter; and it is a question whether | 
the old man shall have the $1,200 while he was 


attending upon experiments of the Government? 


so far with it as to satisfy the scientific men that || 
it is likely to be successful. So far he has gone | five minutes; and I will show that my remarks 


without bread; and when he gets to that point, 
to obtain a recommendation in his favor from 


It is not worth five minutes, nor these speeches, 
and, therefore, I will not detain the Senate. 
Mr. DAVIS. The principle is worth more than 


had more application than the Senator’s answer. 
He says it is of no value. If itis of no value, why | 


them, | think we can afford to pay him enough || give ten cents for it? 


to live. 
Mr. DAVIS. 
here—I think it was wrong in its inception, and 
the further we go the more wrong it will be. If | 
the Government is to undertake, from the public | 
Treasury, tomake experiments upon everything | 
which an inventor may bring, we shall have not | 
only a necessity for a home valuation, but for an 
increase of duties in addition, to provide the 
means; and if every inventor who has something 
which he says will be useful to the Government, 
and nobody else, is to have experiments made be- 
cause he suggests it, and is to be supported while | 
the experiments go on, we have not Treasury | 
enough, and the country never will have Treasury 
enough to conduct the experiments. It has been 
the practice of this Government, save where Con- 
gress intervened and directed otherwise in special 
cases, to require every one who suggested that he 
had discovered or invented something, to bring it 
to its practical test, to present it in a form fit for 
use, and then to subject it to experiment and see 


| 





‘ask the Government to make their experiments, i 


| is his property. Though it is clear he cannot coin 


Mr. TOOMBS. I said it was of no value, ex- || 
From the statement of the case || cept to the Government. 
—and 1 know nothing except from the statement || coin money. 


The discoverer cannot | 


Mr. DAVIS. If it succeeds, and answers the 
purposes of the Government, it will become the | 
property of the Government only on paying for it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. On their own terms. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then they are to pay if it stc- 
ceeds. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes; I have stated the case 


fully. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ifthe Government have not the | 
right to use it, in the event it succeeds, then I say | 
they are incurring expenditures for his benefit. If | 
they cannot’ use it without paying him for it, it 


money in‘the United States, or regulate the value 
thereof, yet, if he discovers something which will 
effect all that is described by the Senator ftom | 
Georgia, what is to prevent him from selling itto 





‘other Governments,*as well as to this Govern- 


ment? Inventors, when they come forward and | 


| motion. 


———————————<=>--__ 
not very unfrequently say, “ if you will make the 


experiment, you shall have the use of the inven. 
tion to any extent the Government requires; al] 
I desire is, the right to sell this elsewhere; if the 
Government will make the experiment, [ wii] 
agree that the Government shall have a right to 
use it free of all charge.”’ Here is a case where jt 
seems the Government is to pay for the right to 
use that which they themselves perfect. It is but 
one of the multitude of cases where men have 
opinions or crude notions; they may be sound or 
unsound; the judgment of the savans who have 


| examined it may prove correct or incorrect; but, 
| in any event, the Government is to bear the ex. 


pense; and in any event, if the Government uses 
he discovery it has to pay for it. 
Mr. MALLORY. I will ask the Senator from 


Georgia, for information simply, whether there js 


"any report from the experts of, the value of this, 


and whether it has really succeeded ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I stated that there was; and 
these very experts recommend the payment of 
the $1,200. They say that, as far as they have 
gone, they believe it will be of great value to the 
country; and it is on their recommendation that 


| the amendment is offered for the very sum the 


propose to pay. this man for his expenses. 
The question being taken on the amendment to 
the amendment, there were, on a division—yeas 


| 12, nays 13—no quorum voting. 


Mr. DAVIS. I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr.GREEN. I move that the Senate adjourn, 
The motion was not agreed to. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MALLORY. I move that the Senate pro- 


| ceed to the consideration of executive business. 


Mr. HUNTER. Let us go through with these 


| amendments. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Florida that, in the 


| present condition of things, his motion cannot be 
They approve the process, || put. 


There was no quorum voting on the last 
The Secretary will call the roll on the 
amendment to the amendment. 


| The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
_ resulted—yeas 22, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell, Bigler, Broderick, Clingman, 
Collamer, Dixon, Durkee, Foot, Gwin, Harlan, Hayne, 
Houston, Rice,’ Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Stuart, 
Toombs, Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bright, Brown, Chandler, Clay, Davis, 
Fessenden, Fitch, Fitzpatrick, Foster, Green, Hamlin, 
Hammond, Hunter, Iverson, Johnson of Tennessee, Ma- 


|| son, Pearce, Pugh, Reid, Slidell, Thomson of New Jersey, 


Trumbull, and Wright—23. 

So the amendment to the amendment was 
rejected. 

The committee’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HUNTER. I propose another amend- 
ment from the Finance Committee: 

For printing ordered by the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives during the Thirty-Third and Thirty-Fourth Con- 
| gresses, and paper for the same, $80,000. 

For binding documents ordered to be printed by the House 
| of Representatives during the Thirty-Third and Thirty- 
Fourth Congresses, and for engravings, lithographs, and 
electrotypes for the same, $123,000. 

For binding documents ordered to be printed by the Sen- 
ate during the Thirty-Third and Thirty- Fourth Congresses, 
and for engravings, lithographs, and electrotypes for the 
same, $113,000. 

This is the result of an examination directed 
by the House of Representatives into the docu- 
ments which have been ordered to be printed. 
At the commencement of the session there was 4 
deficiency bill introduced for printing which failed 
in the House of Representatives, because they 
were unwilling to vote as much money as it would 
take to carry out the previous orders of the House 
and Senate for printing books. The subject was 
referred to their committee, who made a report, 
in which they recommended a curtailment of the 
documents which had been ordered, a diminution 
of the number of volumes, and the number of 
copies of particular volumes. That report was con- 
curred in by a very large majority of the House, 
I think four fifths. When they concurred in it, 
they referred it, by order, to the Committee of 
Ways and Means, that it might become a sub- 
ject of legislation in this bill; but the bill had 
passed from that committee, and they sent it to 
us. The result is a great saving over the liabill- 
ties which would exist if we should print the 

documents heretofore ordered to be printed. 
| have before me the report explaining the whole 
matter; and it can be read, if desired. [** Oh, 
no!’’} Some Senators, I hear, say that they will 
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them to understand that then they will leave ex- 


ing it down. 
The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. HUNTER. I have another amendment || 


from the Finance Committee as an additional 
section: 

And be it further enacted, That in addition to those now 
authorized by law, there may be employed by the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury, in the office of the Register of the | 


Treasury, an additional clerk of the third class, and in the 
office of the Treasurer of the United States an additional 
clerk of the third ciass; and such sum as may be necessary 


to carry into effect the provisions of this section to the 30th | 


of June, 1859, is hereby appropriated. 


These are the two clerks which were asked for | 


in the loan bill, and which the Senate struck out. 
I was not then so well informed on the subject as 
Iam now, Since then, I have seen the Secretary 
of the Treasury, and I am convinced that these 


clerks are necessary. The state of the case is 


this: Out of the contingent fund which was given | 
when the Treasury notes were allowed, he em- | 


ployed four temporary clerks. When Congress 


adjourns, under a standing law, these temporary | 
clerks must be dismissed. He asks to retain two 


out of the four as permanent clerks; and their 


execute the act in regard to the Treasury notes, 
which we know have been issued and are to be 
reissued, and also to execute the loan bill, if it 
should pass. I believe it is necessary. They are 
the only clerks I have voted for this session, or 


expect to vote for; but 1 think it would expose || 
the Department to a good deal of inconvenience || 


not f allow them. 


Mr. IVERSON. Does the amendment limit | 


the time of their employment? 


Mr. HUNTER. I only makes an appropria- | 


tion up to the end of the next fiscal year. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. I have another amendment: 


And be it further enacted, That so much of the act of the 


3d of March, 1845, “making appropriations for civil and 


diplomatic expenses of the Government for the year ending | 
the 30th of June, 1848, as provides ‘that no part of the || 
appropriations for the contingent expenses of either House | 
of Congress shall be applied as payment or compensation to | 


any clerk, messenger, or other assistant, employed by reso- 
lution of one of the said Houses,” be, and the same is here- 


by, repealed ; and that such payments as have been hereto- | 


fore made to persons so employed, after being approved and 
certified by the proper committee of either House, shall be 
allowed at the Treasury. 


The explanation of that is this: there are clerks | 
in both Houses who are employed under resolu- || 


tions of each House; those clerks have been here- 
tofore paid, since the passage of the law of 1845; 


been appointed by mere reso 
tingent fund. his is to repeal so much of the 
law as interferes with what has been the practice 
ever since that time, and without which we should 
not be able to pay many of our employés in both 

ouses. The accounts of the Secretary of the 
Senate and Clerk of the House of Representatives 


have been suspended, or rather the Comptroller | 


has refused to pass them, on that account. 
he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. HUNTER. I have only one more amend- 
ment from the Finance Committee: ~ 


“And be it further enacted, That the extra compensation | 


paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate, to the clerks 
of committees under the resolution of the 14th March, 1857, 
be allowed at the Treasury. 


That has been refused under this law, and if it 


: | 
Were extra compensation would have been prop- | 


erly refused; but I regard it not as extra compen- 
sation but as an addition:to the salaries of the 
clerks of committees. We not only added to their 
Salaries but we passed a resolution to pay them 
for their services during the extra session. Under 
the law, I believe, they could have been paid 


nothing without this resolution after the regular | 


Session expired, butunder the construction of the 

law these clerks of committees cannot be paid that 

compensation unless this provision be adopted, 
© ataendment was agreed to, 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I have an amendment 


from the Committee on Finance, which | offer at 
aryland, a mem- 


THE 


yote against the amendment. If they do, I wish | 

















Mr. Pearct,) who is out 


at present, but he will be here in a moment. The 


|} amendment is: 
isting a large liability for a much larger amount, || 
and will probably involve six or seven hundred | 
thousand dollars. That will be the effect of vot- || 


To enable the Secretary of the Interior to complete the 
digest of the statistics of manufactures according to the 
returns of the seventh census, $3,500. 

Mr. PEARCE. I will state to the Senate that 
heretofore all the census tables have been com- 
pleted, and indeed have been published, except 
those which relate to manufactures. The tables 
ofagriculture, of population, and of vital Statistics, 
have all been completed and published. The 
tables of manufacturing products have only been 
completed in part. I think something like twent 
or twenty-one States have been completed, and 
for the rest there are very loose returns, simpl 
sheets. They have not been collated and put in 
tabular form. The plan originally was to have 
the tables of all the returns prepared, exhibiting 
the counties of each State separately. That is not 
what is now proposed, but simply to prepare the 


| returns so as to show by State sheets the products 


of manufacturing industry in the different States; 
Nor is it proposed to publish them. We under. 
stand that the editors of certain statistical works 
would be very glad to get the material, if they 
can be furnished with it,and they can be furnished 
only by the Government preparing it, for it would 
not trust it out of its hands, and it will take about 


| three thousand five hundred dollars to do this, 
services are necessary in order to enable him to | 


It seems to many of us desirable that these tables 
should be made, that we may have means of com- 


| parison between the condition of the country in 


this respect at the period of the last census, and 
at the period of the census which is to come. 
This subject was called to our notice by a letter 
from the Secretary of the Interior. I admit very 
frankly that the Secretary does not press the ap- 


| Propriation of the money, but he states that it 


will require $3,500 to do this work, and he rather 
thinks it ought to’ be done. In conversation, he 
has ¢xpressed himself to me more strongly than 
in the letter. Itis a small affair, and ] hope the 
Senate will have no objection to it 

The améndment was agreed to. 


Mr. BROWN. 


I have some amendments to 


| Offer from the Committee on the District of Co- 


lumbia. The first is to come in after an amend- 
ment of the Committee on Finance, which has 


already been inserted at line two hundred and 


two, making an appropriation of $3,000 for the 
repair of Pennsylvania avenue. My amendment 


is to insert: 


For graveling Pennsylvania avenue from the Capitol in- 
closure to Eleventh street east, $5,000. 


That is Pennsylvania avenue from the Capitol 
to the Congressional Burying-Ground. I think 


| the Senators who passed over it on a late melan- 


|| choly occasion must have observed that it was 


but the present Comptroller has decided that, un- |! almost in an impassable condition. 
der that law, he cannot pay any clerk who has || 


ution, out of the con- 


Mr. HUNTER. I should like to know where 


| thi8 appropriation is to be applied ? 


Mr. BROWN. On Pennsylvania avenue, east 
of the Capitol. 
Mr. HUNTER. It is hardly necessary, it 


| seems to me. 


Mr. BROWN. I have no interest in it beyond 
anybody else; but the street ig almost in an im- 
pereahie condition. All the improvements on it 
leretofore have been made by the Government, 
The city has never taken jurisdiction over it, and 
Congress has never recognized its right to exer- 
cise jurisdiction over it, The estimate was made 
by the engineer under a resolution, 

The amendment was rejected, 


Mr. BROWN. ! move another amendment 
from the District Committee, as additional sec- 
tions: 


And be it further enacted, That it shall be the duty of the 
Commissioner of Public Buildings to cause obstructions of 
every kind to be removed from such streets, avenues, and 
sidewalks in the city of Washington as lave been, or may 
be hereafter, improved in whole or in part by the United 
States, and to Keep the same, at all times, free from ob- 
structions ; and, for this purpose, he shall have power to 
institute suits in any court having competent jurisdiction 
in the District of Columbia ; and it shall be the duty of the 
district attorney for said District to prosecute the same ; 
and whenever any person shal! desire to remove the paving 
stones, or to displace any other work done bythe authority 
of the United States, for the purpose of laying gas pipes, or 
for any other purpose, it shall be the duty of such person to 
obtain a written permit from the said commissioner; and 
such persons shall oblige themselves to replace the said work 
to the satisfaction of the said commissioner, and within such 
time as he may prescribe. 

And he it further enacted, That if any person shall place 
obstruction m the streets, 
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| such person shall pay the costs of removing the same, and 


shall, moreover, be subject toa penaity of ten dollars, to be 
recovered as other debts are recovered in the District of Co 

lumbia, for each and every day the said obstruction may re 

main after the commissioner shall have given notice for its 
removal. And if any person or persons removing the pay 

ing stones or other work done by the authority of ttre Uni. 
ted States, shall fail to replace the same to the satisfaction 
of the commissioner, within the time esenibed by him, he 
or they shall be subject to a penalty Of twenty five dollars 
for each and €very failure, and shall, moreover, pay the 
costs Of replacing the same, the whole to be recovered be- 
fore any court in the District of Cojumbia having competent 


| Jurisdiction ; and that this and the preceding section shall 


continue in force until repealed by Congress. 

These two sections were passed during the last 
Congress by an almost unanimous vote here; in 
fact, I believe, entirely unanimous. The explana- 
tion is briefly this: Congress every year makes 


| appropriations to repair Pennsylvania avenue, 


and to make other repairs. Every time people 
are disposed to put down £as pipes, or to take 
up the work for any purpose whatever, they do 
it without any express permission of any one act- 
ing under the authority of the United States, and 
they replace it in a very slovenly way—do the 
work badly, and the omnibuses and heavy vehi- 
cles running overit presently get it all out of re- 
pair, and you are called upon to make appropri- 
ations to put it in repair. These sections are de- 


| Signed to require the work to be put back again 


when it is taken up, and to give the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings the power to require 
it to be done. 

Mr. HUNTER. Thisis very good legislation, 
The only objection I have to it is, that it is inap- 
propriate to this bill, and I am afraid to begin 
with it. 

Mr. BROWN. I think not. We are making 
appropriations to repair Pennsylvania avenue, 


| and I shall move to reconsider the vote by which 


the appropriations were made unless the work 
can be protected by this or some other means; for 
I have seen quite enough of this thing of putting 
down work and taking it up and replacing it ina 
slovenly manner, 

The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. BROWN. I have a little amendment to 


| Come in at the end of the first section: 


For making necessary repairs to the jail in Washington 
city, and putting venetian blinds to the windows, the sum 
of $840. 

A Senator near me asks me what we have to do 
We have this to do with it: it contains 
nobody but the prisoners of the United States; 
the judges are appointed by the authority of the 
United States; the prisoners are fed by the United 
States; the jail was built by the United States. 
Six hundred and forty dollars of this money is for 


| putting blinds to the windows; not for the accom - 


modation of the prisoners, but to keep them from 


| ¢Xposing themselves in an unseemly manner to 
| Personspassing in the streets. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. BROWN. | have another amendment to 
insert at the end of the first section: 


For the extension of the court- house portion of the City 


| Hall so as to provide necessary and suitable accommoda- 


tions for the criminal court of the District of Columbia, 
$30,000 : Provided, That no obligation shall be incurred, or 


| Contract entered into, which looks to any increased appro 
priation by the United States for said purpose, 


The appropriation has been recommended by 


| the late Secretary of the Interior, Governor Me- 
Clelland, and by the present Secretary; has been 
| asked for by all the judges of all the courts in 


Washington, and has been urged by some half a 


| dozen grand juries, The facts, as I understand 
| them, are these: whenever the circuit court of 
| the District of Columbia, and the criminal court, 
| have to sit at the same time, as frequently hep- 
| pens, one or the other is compelled to adjourn, to 
| give way, for the reason that both sit in the same 
/room. Within the last few months the criminal 


court has been denied the privilege of holding its 


| Sessions, and more than one hundred persons, 
| Waiting for trial, have been locked Up In jail and 


fed at the public expense. I suppose there are 
not less than eighty or one hundred there now. 
If the criminal court could have aroom of its own, 
where it could hold perpetual sessions if the busi- 
hess required them, this would not be. | trust, 


| therefore, that the amendment will pass. 


Mr. HUNTER. At another time, when we 


| Were not appropriating so largely as we are to 


public buildings in Washington city, | would vote 
for this; but at Present, anu in view of the appro- 
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priations already contained in this bill, and the 
state of the Treasury, | think we ought to save a 
little, and Jet the courts wait. 

Mr. BROWN. No one wants to economize 
more than I do, and I show it by the very meager 


appropriations | ask for the District. This is the | 


last one we have. 
voted down a little while ago, and you have given 
but $800. There is no economy in refusing this 
eppropriation, for the reason, as I said before, 
that you keep your jail constantly full of prison- 
ers, fed at the public expense, ey because the 
courts cannot sit for their trial. They cannotsit 
unless you provide some place for holding the 
courts, ‘As to asking this city to provide court- 


Five thousand dollars was | 


houses for the Federal courts, that would be | 


unreasonable. It never has been done, and I 
suppose never will be. 

r. HAMLIN. 
regard to this appropriation, as I did not agree 
to itn committee; and the reason I did not agree 
to it was that a few years since we made an ap- 
propriation of $30,000 to finish the exterior of the 
City Hall, and there was contained in that statute 


I want to say one word in || 


an express provision that the city authorities | 


should thereafter furnish the United States courts 


with all the rooms they required for courts of all | 


kinds in that building. It was fairly made in the 


shape of a contract, and I am for holding the city || 


to it. 

Mr. BROWN. 
Maine, I will state very briefly certain facts, to 
which I hope the Senate willlisten. The City Hall 
was built originally by the city of Washington, 


In reply to the Senator from | 


at acostof seventy-eight thousand dollars and up- | 


wards. Afterwards, in 1823, Congress appropri- 
ated $10,000 for accommodations in that house. 
They made no other appropriation up to 1849, 


when they appropriated the $30,000, of which the | 


Senator from Maine now speaks. That made their 
appropriation $40,000, and the city appropriation 
$78,750, for the erection of that building. When 
you made the $30,000 appropriation, the city gave 


but I should be glad to have some understanding 


as to the chance of finishing this bill. 

Mr. BROWN. Take the vote; that is the best 
way. 

Mr. BIGLER. If we are to be kept much 
longer with this bill, we ought to go into execu- 
tive session. There are a large number of nom- 
inations that ought to be confirmed, and some to 
which I presume there will be no objection. A 
number are important, and ought to be disposed of 
to-day. 


| cannot get through with the bill to-day, I will 
| make a motion for an executive session. 


Mr. HUNTER. I hope not. I cannot say 
whether we can get through the bill or not. I can- 
not say what amendments are to be offered. Let 
us go on. 

Mr. BRIGHT. [have several amendments from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
that I wish to offer, and among them is the amend- 
ment now pending. I am very glad the Senator 
from Mississippi has offered it. 

Mr. BIGLER. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. IVERSON. Is that motion debatable? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks not. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I intended to say somethin 


| on the amendment; but if it is likely to pass, 


shall not occupy the time of the Senate. 
a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, and 
also from the judges of the courts on the subject, 


containing an unanswerable argument as to the || 


propriety of this appropriation, but if it is likely 


| to pass | will not say a word. 


up to the Federal Government one half of the || 


building, and therefore gave you all the accom- 
modation they could give. If Congress invited 
them into an agreement with which they could 
not comply, by asking you to give them more ac- 


commodation than the subsequent growth of the | 


business of the Government enabled you to give 
them, it would be very hard to try to enforce the 
contract, especially seeing, as you must, that for 
the cost of the building, you having one half of 
it, you are in arrears $38,000. You paid $40,000 
and the city $78,000; you own half ie building; 
and all you are asked to do is, to come up pretty 
well tothe standard of paying for your half. Your 
courts sitthere. It is not for the accommodation 
of any officer of the city government, but the ac- 
commodation of yourown criminal court, that this 
appropriation is asked. There is no room in the 
building for that court, and none can be provided 
without a further outlay of money from some- 
body. Will you demand it of the city? I hope 
not. It has paid already $78,000 to your $40,000. 
I know sucha provision exists as the Senator from 
Maine speaks of. 
amendment myself, and that proviso was put on 
in the Senate. It passed in that form. The money 
was expended under the authority of the United 
States. The Secretary of the Treasury had it all 


I think I moved the original | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line two hundred and one 
of the original bill, I move to strike out the word 
** Potomac”? in the following clause: 

“ For repairs of the Potomac, Navy-Yard, and Upper 
bridges, $6,000,”’ 

This is the old controversy about the Long 

sridge. I have been opposed to the bridge all the 
time, as Senators know. The Senate expressed 


its determination at the last session of Congress || 


to make no further apprvupriations to that bridge 
for reasons which I will not undertake to weary 
the Senate at this late hour of the evening, by re- 
capitulating, taking it for granted they are fresh 
in the recollection of every one. Why it is that 
this estimate was made in the face of the refusal 
of Congress to keep up the bridge, I do not un- 
derstand. 
which the Secretary feels it his duty to make the 


estimate, but I feel it my duty to move to strike || 


it out. I movetostrike outthe word ** Potomac. ’”’ 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I do not propose to argue || 


the matter, but | wish to say that if it had not 
escaped my notice, 1 would have moved to strike 
it out in committee. It must have got there by 
indirection | think, for I am satisfied it would not 
pass either House without inspection. 

Mr. HUNTER. Itis in the bill from the House. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I[ know itis; andI should 
have moved to strike it out if I had noticed it. 

Mr. HUNTER. This is a matter in which a 
large portion of the people of my State feel a deep 


_ interest; and I believe a majority of the people 
_of Washington feel equally as much interest. I 


| 


arranged to his satisfaction at thatday. The in- || 


creased demands for the accommodation for courts | 


in the District of Columbia show that there is not 


room enough in the building to accommodate the | 


courts, 1 hope the ameridment will pass. 
Mr. GREEN. 


I have no word to say on this | 


| 


amendment; but the Senator from Illinois [Mr. || 


‘TrumBunt] is not now in his seat. He told me 
he had an amendment to propose to strike out 
the appropriation for the coast survey. I intend to 
vote with him, and I intend to support his amend- 
ment when it comes up. I mention this to show 
that it is Tee to get through the bill 
to-night. [** Let us go on.’*] I have one or two 
amendments to propose on myown hook. As 
we cannot get through to-day, and we have done 
pretty work this week, I move that the Sen- 
ate adjourn. [‘Oh,no!’’} 

Mr. BROWN. I hope 
these little District amendments. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

Mr. BIGLER. 


| 


| 


not. Let usget through | been established in order to accommodate the 


, like the Senator from Mis- || 


believe that if it were put to the people of the city 
of Washington to say, a large majority of them 
would be found to declare that they believe this 
one of the most useful connections that exists. I 
am sure that so far as the people of Virginia are 
connected with it—from where we get our mar- 


matinpy toate is no other connection which they || 


would value as much. Now, Ido not see why 
this should be stricken out; I do not see why it 
is that we keep up bridges to connect us with 
Maryland, over the Eastern Branch, and strike 
this out. So far as the old objection is concerned 
of the mud flats, | believe that when it comes to be 
examined, it will be found that those flats would 
exist in any event; and I am unwilling to stand by 
without remonstrance and see that bridge stricken 
down. The effect will be to break up the con- 
nection, and leave us to a ferriage over the river; 
and that at a time, too, when a through ticket has 


whole line of travel from New York to New Or- 
leans. 


Mr. MASON. If the motion of the Senator 


sissippi, have nothing to say on the amendment, || from Mississippi is persevered in, I shall feel it 
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If the Senator from Virginia thinks we || 


I have || 


} 


I suppose there is some law, under || 











my duty as a citizen of Virginia, representing her 
and interested in the welfare of the city of Wash- 
ington, to state somewhat at large the reasons 
which will operate on me in voting against strik. 
ing out the appropriation, without any discour- 
tesy, certainly, to the honorable Senator. It seems 
_ to me that to do so would involve to some extent 
the faith of the United States. 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope not. 
| Mr. JONES. It is raining very hard, and we 
/cannot get home. It is no use to adjourn. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is not ade. 
batable question. 

The motion was not agreed to; there being, on 
a division—ayes 15, noes 22. 

Mr. MASON. The Long Bridge was built a 
good many years agp by a private company, an 
incorporation. They found it an unprofitable jn- 
vestment, and after expending a great deal of 
| money in keeping it up, the Congress of the Uni- 
ted States took it off their hands, paid them, I do 
not know what, and relieved that company from 
the duty of furnishing this communication; and 
ever since that day, now nearly twenty years ago, 
| if not more, Congress has acted as though under 
an obligation to Virginia to keep that bridge up, 
and has from time to time appropriated for it. 
| The bridge which is across the Eastern Branch, 

near the navy-yard, and the bridge which is 
across the Potomac above Georgetown, both be- 
| ing toll bridges, have been also taken possession 
of by Congress purchasing out the proprietors, 
and from time to time they have expended public 
money in keeping those bridges up. Now it is 
proposed by the honorable Senator from Mibssis- 
sippi to withhold an appropriation from the Long 
| Bridge. This is a very scanty one and can have 
| the effect only of making the most temporary re- 
| pairs. Itis proposed by the honorellé Senator 
to withhold that appropriation for the purpose of 
allowing that bridge to become impassable and to 
_ be no longer of use. That can be the only object 
_ the Senator has in withholding this appropriation. 
I would say, with all respect to the Senate, that 
| Congress having taken this bridge out of the hands 
_ of the original owners, who were citizens of Wash- 
ington, and having come under atleast an implied 
faith to keep up this communication, to destroy it 
| at once without substituting something in its place, 
| would be a want of faith on the part of the Gov- 
/ernment. I hope, therefore, that the appropria- 
tion will not be stricken out. 

Mr. BROWN. The clause is this: 

**For repairs of the Potomac, Navy-Yard, and Upper 
| bridges, 36,000.”’ 

How the money is to be apportioned, I do not 
| understand; but I suppose abues $2,000 to each 
' bridge. I stated in the beginning, that I moved 
| to strike out the word ‘* Potomac,’’ and if that 
| prevailed I should move to reduce the appropria- 

tion by $2,000, the sum which I suppose is in- 
tended for the repair of that particular bridge. 
| .Mr.GREEN.  Itis the most important bridge 
| of all, and I shall vote for it. 

Mr. HUNTER. I wish to suggest one con- 
sideration. They have lately established a through 
| ticket for the shortest line of travel from New 
| York to New Orleans, and that line of travel has 
| either to pass over the Long Bridge in the winter, 
| or else be interrupted; because let that go down, 
| and there is no havin its place. Just at the time 
we have entered into thi¢ arrangement, the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi proposes to strike out this 








connecting link. \ 
Mr. BROWN. lI do not know that it is 
any business of the Government to be providing 
bridges for private companies to sell through 
tickets. You mes as well say let us provide 
one over every other river, and if one happens 
to be broken down, let us provide a new one. 
[t is none of our business to do any such thing. 
This whole business of keeping up this bridge 
involves the question of running railroads through 
your principal streets and across your principal 
avenues. There are half a dozen companies now 
importuning Congress, log-rolling, seeking 1n 
| every shape and form to be allowed to cross 
through the heart of your city and through your 
| principal streets with arailroad. There isa com- 
pany urging the right to cross this very bridge 
with railroad cars: [| am opposed to it. I have 
no objection to see them cross a bridge above the 
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point of navigation. That is only about a quar- | 
ter or half a mile above Georgetown where piers | 


have already been erected, over which a bridge 
can be constructed at comparatively little cost. 
By making that connection, the engineer who 
made the survey says the railroad connection be- 
tween Washington city and Alexandria will be 


some twenty minutes shorter in time than it ever | 


can be by crossing at the Long Bridge, though the 
distance is greater. That is so, for the reason that 


railroad cars can only cross bridges at the rate | 


of five miles an hour; the Long Bridge is a little 
more than a mile long; the other route would be 
about two hundred and fifty or three hundred 
yards long; and the time saved from crossing the 


distance between the two cities. Then you would 


do no injustice to Georgetown; you would not be | 


constantly obstructing navigation to her port; you 


would have no Government work below your | 


presidential mansion, creating miasma, sickness, 


disease, and death, as this Long Bridge has been | 
I did | 
not think of alluding to these things in the begin- | 


doing for the last twenty and more years. 


ning; because the Senate has so often expressed 
a determination not to keep the bridge up, that I 
supposed it was one of the foregone conclusions; 
and no one now would struggle to keep the Gov- 
ernment’s hands on this bridge, if it was not his 


settled determination sooner or later to force a rail- | 


road passage across there at the expense of the 


| 


1 





| 


Government, for there is no railroad company 
on God’s earth that ever will construct a railroad | 


bridge there. The estimates are, that a bridge 
can be built at the point above Georgetown, for 
less than one million dollars; and the estimate for 


a bridge at the site of the Long Bridge, is largely | 


over three million dollars. 


know why it is so pertinaciously insisted upon. 


| 
| 


It is, ultimately, to force a railtoad bridge across | 


at the site of the present Long Bridge. Apart from | 


that, there is nothing in the question. It is not 
the little $2,000 that is connected with this ap- 
propriation. | do not care a sixpence about that; 
1 would just as soon it was made as not. But 
there are very important considerations of health, 
commerce, and great public convenience, con- 
nected with this question. Make your railroad 


connection at Georgetown. You need not annoy | 
the city of Washington by having railroad cars | 


running through your principal streets and ave- 


nues, a dozen or twenty timesa day. The con- | 


nection can be made, as is shown by a survey, 


from very near the site of the present depot, | 


through one of the back streets, even so far out 
as Boundary street, down Rock creek, to its junc- 
tion with the Potomac, then up to the present site 
of the aqueduct, and so across the Potomac to 
the South, in less time than it can be made the 
other way, and with no annoyance to anybody. 


If the Government will not build a railroad bridge | 
at the site of the present Long Bridge, private | 
companies will construct their roads in the other | 


direction, as they ought to do. 

Mr. GREEN. I look upon this bridge as one 
of the great conveniences of Washington. I have 
seen nothing on this side of the Potomac to sus- 


tain the city either in meat cattle, in the ordinary | 


rovisions, or anything else. If you destroy it, 
do not know what will become of Washington. 


Maryland has nothing to supply its place. But, | 


apart from that, the Senator from Mississippi says 
that it is no business of this Government to keep 
up bridges to accommodate the public for mails 
or otherwise. I answer, that his own amendment 
leaves an appropriation to make a bridge across 
the east branch of the Potomac, and other bridges 


in the District of Columbia; and so far as the | 


principle is concerned, he is violating it just as 


much, if you adopt his amendment, as if you do | 
But the great question comes back: | 


not — it. 
ought this bridge to be kept up? Ought Congress 
to help to keep itup? These are the two points 
to which our attention ought to be directed. So 
far as I am concerned, I think it ought to be kept 
up. I have no prejudices toGeorgetown. If they 
wanta bridge there, it can be made; and if pro- 
portionate aid ought be oe to Georgetown to 
make a bridge, let it be do 

propriation already made. Three fourths—yes, 
four fifths of this ne is permanent. Itis founded 
upon the base, and built up from the foundation 
of the river. It is not temporary work. Across 





- But here isan ap-! 


|| its obstruction of the channel, has generated a 
bridge, would more than compensate the loss in | 


'| dollars, and it will cost you more than one mil- 
I know what this will result in, in the end. I | 
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the channel, on the east and on the west side, || to ornament it;’’ and so you will lay the founda- 


perhaps I ought to say on the north and on the | 


south side, it is tressel work, which does decay |! 


and require repair. It leaves open the channel of | 
communication. Vessels can still pass through, 
and do pass through, as I see nearly every day. || 
It is a convenience to the city of Washington; it | 
it is a convenience to the traveling public; it is a 
convenience to the citizens of Virginia; and it || 
affords a good supply to the market of the city 
of Washington. f should very much dislike to 
see the bridge destroyed. 


On the score of health, I think it a very late || 


period to rise here and make objection that it, by 


miasma detrimental to the Executive mansion. I 
do not suppose that the insalubrity of the Exec- 
utive mansion will cause anybody to decline being 
President. [Laughter. ] The incumbent can go 
to the Soldiers’ Home, or some other point, to re- 
cuperate. If you fail to keep up the repairs, the 
very point of this bridge at which it is pretended 
the accumulation of the sediment has caused the 
miasmatic influence, is where there is a permanent 
embankment in the center of the stream. If you 
intend to remove that it will cost you $10,000,000. 
I announce to the Senate to-day, if you intend to 
counteract the very thing to which exception is 
taken, it will cost you $10,000,000. Will you do 
it?) I know you will not. If you will not, why | 
will you consider the pretext that is urged ? Take 
away the tressel work on both sides, and the 
cause of the increase of the sediment still remains, 
and it ever will remain until you take away that 
which first produced it. If you remove all that 
embankmentand remove all thatsedimentcollected 
west of it, it will cost you more than ten million 


lion to keep it removed. I reason from the nature 
of the thing itself.. You have thrown in yourem- | 
bankment, and | challenge any engineer to call in 
contest a single assertion I make on this subject. 
I challenge any one. I say it will cost $10,000,000 | 
to remove that which you say is a cause of ob- | 
jection. What Senator here proposes to remove 
it? Does the Senator from Mississippi? I ask 
him, do you propose to remove that? 


Missouri that it seems to me he is talking entirely 
out of the record, 
neer, employed by the Government on account of 


timate what it would cost, came to the conclusion 


that it not only would not cost $10,000,000, but, || 


under a proper system of management, it would 
absolutely be a matter of pecuniary profit to the | 
Government; and I will explain how that is. By | 
making the improvement according to the calcu- 
lation of Captain Rives, a very highly intelligent 
scientific man, the filling in from the grading of 
the grounds above would make ground inside, 
where the marsh now lies, and above the tide, 
which being sold at the existing price of land, 
would return all the money you pay. 

Mr. GREEN. 
States is to engage in the business of making | 
land in order to sell it? I recollect reading an 
anecdote that occurred in Europe. A Yankee 


and asked, ‘‘ Well, you have approached the 
Pacific coast; you have gone up to the Pacific 
border; where now will you go?’’ Weil, now,”’ | 
he replied, ** don’t take on any airs; we are going 
to cart the Rocky Mountains out into the Pa- 
cific, and make a hundred miles of land there.’’ 
{Laughter.] That is just like the Senator from 
Mississippi. He is going to cart in the mud out 
of the bottom of the Potomac to make land; and 
whose property will it be? You say-you are | 
going to pay the expense of carting it out and | 
making land by selling the land; but whose land 


| 


| 





| 
| 





will it be? Where are the riparian rights of pro- 
prietors? What right have you to put the mud | 
of an embankment opposite my land, and sell that 
as public land, and cut me off from the river? 
You have no right, and the moment the question 
ever comes before the courts, they will so de- 
cide. 

Then, where will you put it? You will put it 
opposite the Washington Monument, and when 
rs put it opposite the Washington Monument, 





ow will you sell it? ‘*‘ Oh,’’ you will say, ‘‘ this 
must be appropriated to the co benefit; orna- 
mented with trees; and $50,000 will be sequired 





| of erecting the mud machines. 


| years you will fin 





tion for a new tax upon the Treasury. 

In every _— in which you view this ques- 
tion it is fraught with danger; beware of it! There 
is a cause now existing to which the Senator turns 
attention that cannot be removed without an ex- 
penditure of $10,000,000. Ifyou do not intend to 
expend that $10,000,000, pay no attention to that 
cause. If youdointend to expend the $10,000,000, 
do it at once; say so boldly at once. That being 
thrown out of the question, we have a communi- 
cation which can be kept up with $2,000 a year. 
It will accommodate the city of Washington; it 
will accommodate the State of Virginia; it will 
accommodate the traveling public. It is but car- 
rying out a promise whiek the public had a right. 
to expect would be fulfilled. ill you forfeit all 
that on arguments and hypotheses that have no 
foundation in truth ? for all these questions about 
miasma and the filling up of the Potomac have no 
word of truth in them in point of fact; and if there 
is any truth in them, it will take $10,000,000 to re- 
move them. It cost $10,000, to build a canal 
whére you did not remove more square yards of 
mud than you will find in this bridge and in the 
sediment west of the bridge. I know the expense 
I know the diffi- 
culty of excavating from “he bottom of a river. 
If you undertake to remove it you will incur an 
expense which this Government will never be able 


| to bear; and that is not all: in five years after you 


have removed it, bridge and all, you will find one 
half of the difficulty that now exists, and in ten 
the whole difficulty. It is 
from the current of the Potomac, and the channel, 


| and the wash. 


Why, sir, in Scotland and in England there are 
rivers which, a century ago, were navigable one 
hundred miles, that could not now be naviga- 
ted by even a canoe. Take Aquia Creek in Vir- 
ginia. I have seen warehouses there, and large 
vessels freighted with hogsheads of tobacco from 
the door of the warehouse; and tie last time I 
was there, I saw an old man standing out in the 
middle of the meadow, and he told me the water 


| had drawn off until land had been made; and that 
|| is the way it was the last time I was there. You 
Mr. BROWN. I will say to the Senator from || 


cannot now approach within two and a half miles 


|| of Aquia. 
A very intelligent civil engi- || 


It is the natural course of things. In the wash 


'and settlement of a country, the Potomac must 
his superior intelligence to make the survey and es- || 


fill. It does fill. Bridge or no bridge, the Potomac 
is destined ‘to fill, and why need we talk about 
— up, by excavating machines, the channel 
of the Potomac up to Georgetown. I tell you, Mr. 


| President, that | believe that bridge to be import- 


ant. I believe the pretext urged against it to be 
frivolous, unfounded in fact, unphilosophical, un - 
statesmanlike, and that this amendment ought to 
be rejected. It leaves still an appropriation of the 
same amount for a bridge across this little creek 
out here, called the Eastern Branch. Why, I un- 


| derstand that within the memory of men now liv- 
|| ing, vessels went up the Eastern Branch as far as 
Is it possible that the United || 


Bladensburg, and took in freigihts. 
Mr. MASON. Far above that. 
Mr. GREEN. I am told by the Senator from 


‘ow far above that. 
there was approached by some of the Europeans, || 


r. MASON. Up to the Relay House. 

Mr. GREEN. The Senator tells me u 
Relay House. Will you excavate the Eastern 
Branch? Will you Keep up your navigation ? 
Will you make people sickly along there by per- 
mitting sediment tc collect? How are these 
things to be obviated ? It just shows that it is 
utterly impossible to obviate these things. WNat- 
ural causes work by natural laws and produce 
natural results. Let the bridge alone; keep it in 
repair; keep up this communication; accommo- 
date the great traveling public; accommodate the 
city of Washington; accommodate the ert of 
Virginia, who supply the markets of Washing- 
ton, by which we get something to eat. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. This matter has been 
voted down several times since. 1 have been in the 
Senate, and I am a little surprised to see it come 
up in this shape. I am very confident that if it 
had been understood in the House, it would not 
have got into the bill without debate. I believe 
heretofore that these propositions making appro- 
priations for bridges have stood separately, and 
we ought to consider them separately; but being 
all together for one object, it certainly was over- 
looked; for, as I stated before, I would not have 


to the 
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acceded to it in committee, if I had observed it at 
all, 

The debates that took place heretofore exhib- 
ited two points. In the first place that this was 
a bridge to be kept up at the expense of George- 
town, and at the expense of the salubrity of the 
upper portion of this city for the purpose of ac- | 
commoedating some farmers over in Virginia, and 
for the great purpose ofaccommodating a railroad, | 
by having connection across the river, That is 
the simple explanation of it. We had that fight 
here at the last Congress. Those rails were laid 
down a year or two ago without our permission, 
and contrary to our suggestion. We absolutely 
refused to allow them to cross the city, and they | 
were laid down by the permission of the corpo- 
ration of Washington, after the vote taken in the 
Senate, and they remain there still, for they have 
never been taken up. The idea is not abandoned. 
Itis keptup to this day, and will be kept up, and 
Ido not know that any vote we can pass here | 
will convince them that they cannotcarry it, either | 
directly or indirectly, some time or other. 

After the repeated expressions of opinion on 
the part of the Senate, by so large a vote as we 
have had, | am really surprised that this matter 
should beagain urged. It only shows the extreme 
pertinacity of corporations. I do not feel dis- 
posed to go over the subject again. Ido not feel 
disposed to punish Georgetown any longer, or to | 
punish ourselves and the city by keeping up this 
bridge for the sake of affording facilities to this 
railroad corporation. I wish simply to say it is 
no argumeut to my mind because the Govern- 
ment chose, upon the solicitation of others, to be 
generous enough some years ago, to make that a 
free bridge, and keep it up year after year, there is 
a moral or legal obligation.to keep it up eternally, 
whatever may be the evil consequences following 
from it. That seems to be the argument of the 
honorable Senator from Virginia, that because 
at a previous date, on the solicitation of the peo- 
ple interested, Congress assumed the expense of 
making that bridge free, and, have ever since, or 
up toa recent period, kept it up, at the expense 
of the Government; we, therefore, have entailed 
upon ourselves the obligation to keep it up per- 
petually and cannot let it go down without a 
breach of faith. If the people of Washington want 
to rebuild that bridge, they can do so, We do not 
propose to interfere with them; but have urged it 
upon them repeatediy. It is a matter of contest 
between these twocities in great part. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator will indulge mea 
moment. He does not do justice to my view of | 
that matter. I said the public faith was pledged, | 
as I considered, to continue this bridge as a means 
of passage across the river unul some other mode | 
was provided for that object. Now, the honor- | 
able Senator says that I go to the exteatof saying 
it is incumbent on the country to keep it up for- | 
ever, Certainly not; but | said they should keep 
itup until some other mode is provided of ac- | 
commedating the interests that have grown up 
under the bridge. The bridge is now the prop- 
erty of the Government. Who has any right to 
interfere with it?) Willitbe expected, either, that 
a private company, the city of Washington, or | 
anybody else, will invest their money in whatap- | 
peass necessary to keep that bridge up while it 


is the property of the Government, without some | 


assurance that they shall be reimbursed in some 
manner? Let the Government turn it over to the 


city, or let it turn it over to the private company || 
from which it took it, or make some disposiuion of || 


it which will enable those interested, or the local- 
ities of country that are interested, to keep it up. 
That is what I mean to say. They must pro- | 
vide some means. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, Then let those who want 
it, or the city, come here and ask it, if thatis your | 
proposition. When that preposition shall be — 
made, and there is time enough to decide it, I have | 
no doubt Congress will be ready to abjure all | 
right to interfere with it in any shape or form at 
any Ume, but that is not the question. The ques- 
tion is, whether we shall keep it up ee 
not whether we shall give it to somebody else, 
and whether we shall do it by making these ap- 
Pee year afier year, 

ow, sir, the argument of the honorable Sen- 
ator is the same precisely, when carried out, as it 


was before, He says we are under an obligation ] 


to keep up that bridge unul some other mode of | 
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passing the river is found. What is the conse- 
quence of that sort of argument? It is this: that 
as long as these people will not build another 
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bridge—which they will not do so long as they | 
hope to have this one rebuilt—the obligation is 


upon us to build another for them before we re- 
fuse to keep up or repair this one; that is to my, 
because we bought it for them and kept it up for 
a series of years for them, the legal and moral ob- 
ligation upon us is to build another or keep this 
one up perpetualiy; and when we build nother 


_I do not propose to weary the Senate with it. I 
| wish them to understand precisely what the ques- 
tion is, and to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that we have acted upon it hitherto and 
so decidedly, time after time, that it seems to me 
it ought to satisfy people, and that we should not 
be solicited further on this subject. I know that 
the Senators from Virginia always take the same 
precise ground that they have to-day. They have 
urged this matter upon Congress, session after 
session, and the Senate, as often as they have 
urged it, has refused to listen to their solicitations 
in regard to it. 
tinue to do so. At any rate,do not let us expend 
money and place ourselves in a position where 
we shall be sprung upon again. 


to run its trains across Pennsylvania avenue and 
through some other avenues of the city, from the 
place where the depotis now, 'to and over the Long 
Bridge. What is the reason for it? The engi- 


neers have decided that the proper place would be || 
above; and the only motive for this plan is to save | 


money to a railroad company. They can save 
money by going this way; they ean save the cost 
of excavating; although they do not save time, 
they save distance and expense; and that is the 


great interest which is at the bottom of this thing | 
} 


at this present moment, in my judgment. 

Mr. HAMLIN. 
transfer this bridge to its original proprietors, or 
the Districtof Columbia. Ido notthinkit ought 
to be a tax upon the Government. 
I shall vote for this appropriation, however, upon 


a simple principle of what I believe to be econ- || 


omy to the Government; for, but for the embar- 


rassed state of the finances of the Government, I | 


think Lam justified in saying that you would have 
had submitted here to you, at this session, a bill 
making an appropriation for a new bridge at 
Georgetown, and there is the whole secret of the 
matter, 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator allow me to 
move that the Senate adjourn? 

Mr. HAMLIN. I will not detain it two min- 
ules. 


neeessity which will be forced upon us of build- 
ing a new bridge; and, however earnestly my col- 


league may resist it, | tell him—and I hope he will || 
remember it—that, when that time comes he will || 
Just as certain || 


| witness the project go through. 
as he is a living man; just as certain as the prop- 


osition will be made, there will be a new bridge | 


built when the proper state of the finances will 
jusufy it; and we should have had a bill here this 


Treasury. | am going to vote for this limited ap- 
propriation for the very purpose of avoiding that 
necessity. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
journ. 
| ng. 

The motion was agreed to; there being, on a 
| division—ayes 20, noes 15; and the Senate ad- 
| journed. 


I move that the Senate ad- 
We cannot get through the bill this even- 
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The House met ateleven o’clock,a.m. Prayer 
by Rev. T. H. Bococs, D..D. 
The Journal of yesterday wag read and approved. 


NATHANIEL GODDARD AND OTHERS. 


_ reconsider the vote laying upon the table the ad- | 


verse report of the Committee of Claims in the 
case of Kathaniel and Benjamin Goddard. Ido 
not propose to call it up at this time, but at some 


bridge we are to keep that up perpetually, too. | 
The argument seems to me perfectly inconclusive. | 


I hope the Senate will still con- || 


o I believe the || 
proposition is now before the Senate in the shape | 
of a petition, at any rate, to allow this railroad | 


I will vote at any time to | 


It is so now. | 


I shall, therefore, vote to keep in this ap- || 
propriation for the very purpose of avoiding that || 


session but for the embarrassed condition of the || 





May 29, 


SS 

' fature day I shall make a few remarks upon it 
showing the injustice which Congress is doing to 

these claimants and to itself, by the summar 

manner in which it disposes of private claims. 
The motion to reconsider was entered. 


LOUISVILLE AND PORTLAND CANAL, 


The SPEAKER, by unanimous consent, laig 
before the House a report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in reply to Howe resolution asking jn. 

| formation as to the Louisville and Portland canal 

Mr. ENGLISH. I move to refer the commu. 

nication to the Committee on Roads and Canals 
and that it be printed. : 
The motion was agreed to. 


SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House 9 
report from the Secretary of the Smithsonian [p- 
stitution; which was laid on the table, and ordered 
_ to be printed. 
| Mr. ENGLISH. I move that ten thousand 
| extra copies of the report be printed, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I hope no extra 
copies of it will be printed. 

The motion was referred to the Committee on 
| Printing. 





JOHN CASSADY. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 


communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the House, the papers having reference to the 
| claim of John Cassady for services at the Charles- 
town navy-yard; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ANTHONY WALTON BAYARD. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish to call the 
attention of the House to a bill which was passed 
| yesterday increasing the pension of Anthony 
Walton Bayard, of Bellefonte, in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions reported 
the bill giving him twenty dollars per month. 
The House struck out ‘* twenty” and inserted 
“ten.’? IT have been informed by the clerk of 
|| the Committee on Invalid Pensions that this gen- 
' tleman is now upon the pension roll, placed there 
under the law, at twenty dollars per month, and 
that his application was for an increase of pen- 
sion, or for extending it back. ‘The committee 
reported in favor of giving him twenty dollars, 

the exact amount at which he has been pensioned 
| at the Pension Office, and we amended the bill so 
as to give him only ten dollars per month. | 
think, under the circumstances, the House ought 
| to reconsider its action,and reject the bill. 
3y unanimous consent the vote by which the 
_ bill was passed was reconsidered, and the bill was 
laid on the table. 
PCST ROAD BILL. 

Mr. ENGLISH. I am instructed by the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads to ask 
the consent of the House to report a bill estab- 
lishing certain pest roads. 

The bili was read a first and second time. 
| Mr. REJLLY. I object to that bill. 

Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. 1 would inquire 
| of the gentleman from Indiana if there is any gen- 
| eral legislation in the bill? 

| Mr. ENGLISH. I will state in reply to the 
_ gentleman, that there is nothing.in the billexcept 
| the establishment of cerlain post routes. 


Mr. REILLY. The bill establishes two post 

routes close alongside of one another, and it must 
destroy either one or the other of them. _ 
| Mr. ENGLISH. I desire to say, that if any 
routes have been omitted in the bill and gentle- 
‘| men will indicate them, the bill can be amended 
| in the Senate. 
| Mr. HOUSTON, I understand that the ob- 
jection of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 1s 
that the bill establishes two post routes within a 
| mile or two of each other. 
| Mr. ENGLISH. If it is not desirable that the 
| service be put upon béth routes, the Post Office 
| Department will not put it on both. 
| Mr. HOUSTON. I was going to suggest to 
| the gentleman from Pennsylvania that this bill 


Mr. COMINS. I desiré to enter a motion to | simply establishes the routes; it puts no service 
upon them. Thatis a matter in the discretion of 


the Postmaster General. 
|| . Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. How many sec 
|i tione are there in the bill? : 
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Mr. ENGLISH. There are sixty-five pages | opposition to the bill would be recognized by a 


: Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The first section, 


[ suppose, is about the routes. 

Mr. ENGLISH. There is nothing whatever 
in the bill but what its title indicates—the estab- 
jishment of post routes. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and, being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


DELEGATE FROM MINNESOTA. ] 


Mr. HARRIS, of Hlinois. I am instructed by 
the Committee of Elections to make a report upon 
the petition of William W. Kingsbury, Delegate 
from the Territory of Minnesota. | do not know 
that there will be any difference of opinion in the | 


House on the conclusion at which the committee || such cases, acts in a judicial character; and | am 


have arrived. If it is the desire of any gentleman | 
that the report shall be printed, I shall not object; 
but, if not, I desire that it shall be acted on now. 


Mr. Kingsbury is excluded from his seat. The 
committee have come to the conclusion that he 
ought to be admitted to his seat, and I present 
the report, accompanied by a resolution to that 
effect. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. 
report will be printed. 

Mr. GROW. Let us devote to-day to private 
business, and act on the report on Monday. 

Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois. Then, sir, I move | 
that the report be laid — the table, and printed; 
and I will call it up on Monday. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK, of Connecticut. I ask that the 
minority have léave to present their views, and 
have them printed, 

Mr. GILMER, Ido not know that it is proper 
to call it a minority report, but Mr. Fuller, who 
claims a right to represent the Territory, wishes | 
to have the whole case presented for the consid- | 
eration of the House. 

Leave was then given to the minority of the | 
committee to present their views, and have them | 
printed, 


1 hope the 


a 
PRIVATE BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. [ask the unanimous consent | 
of the House to offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the standing committees be called for re- 
ports of private bills; and that to-day, in Committee of the | 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, bills to which no | 
objection shall be made shail first be considered and disposed | 
ot. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I object. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. 
regular order of business. 

Mr. KELSEY. 1 move to suspend the rules 
to enable me to offer the resolution which I send | 
to the Clerk’s desk. | 

The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order. | 

Mr. KELSEY. I believe that we are within | 
ten days of the end of the session. 

The SPEAKER. That is true; but the pre- 
vious question was ordered yesterday on four or | 
five bills, 

Mr. PHELPS, of Minnesota. I ask the unan- | 
imous consent of the House to introduce a bill of | 
which previous notice has been given. 


I call for the | 


The SPEAKER. The regular order of busi- | 


ness has been called for. 


|| majority of the House. 


| now merely wish to 
State the grounds upon which | dissented. It is 


|| well known, as a matter of course, that there is 


no right of action against the United States, and 
that whatever may have been the decision of a 
jury or-court, it would not be binding upon Con- 
gress. That, however, is not the ground upon 
which I based my objection to the bill. 1 opposed 


| it tpon the ground that this claint had been ata 


previous period submitted to Congress; that it 
had been considered by Congress, and that Con- 


| gress had decided to allow the principal, but not 


to allow any interest, According to my opinion, 


| when a claim has been onee presented to Con- 
| gress, and has been fully considered and decided, 


that should terminate the matter. Congress, in 


clear that a party should be concluded by a final 


| decision, in the same manner with respect toa 


4 | Claim as he is when a claim has been presented to 
itis known that, by the resolution of the House, || 


acourt of justice and finally adjudicated upon. 


| I merely wished to state the principle upon which 


I dissented from the majority of the committee in 
relation to this bill, and will not attempt to en- 


| force my views by argument. 


Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. I call for the 


| yeas and nays. 





RUFUS DWINEL. 
The bill of the Senate (No. 189) for the relief | 
of Rufus Dwinel, reported yesftrday from a Com- | 
mittee of the Whole House, upon which a sepa- | 
rate vote had been asked, was then taken up; the | 
question being on ordering the bill to be read a | 
third time. 
Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. In accord- | 
ance with the understanding which was had in 
committee yesterday, I demand the yeas and nays 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think it is right 
that the report shall be read to the House. 

The report was read. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana. It was the un- 
a yesterday, when this bill was laid 
aside, that I should have an opportunity of say- 
ing three words in reference to it. I dissented 
from the conclusion of the majority of the com- 
mittee in favor of this bill, but did not make an 
objection yesterday, as I was unwilling to pre- 


upon that bill. 


| 


| 


vent the action of the House upon it, when I had | 
no hope that the principle on which I based my | 





Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Do I under- 
stand that a jury has decided upon this case ? 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana. Yes, sir; they 
decided-to allow the principal, but no interest, 

Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia. Well, if the 
jury decided to give the principal, I think Con- 
gress ought to give the interest. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I should like an opportu- 
nity to make a few remarks in explanation of the 
principles upon which the majority of the com- 
Mittee acted. 

Several Members objected. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 119, nays 49; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Adrain, Andrews, Arnold, Bil- 
linghurst, Bingham, Bishop, Blair, Bowie, Brayton, Buffin- 
ton, Burlingame, Burns, Burroughs, Case, Caskie, Cava- 
naugh, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Horace F. Clark, Clawson, 
John Cochrane, Colfax, Comins, Corning, Cragin, James 


Craig, Curtis, Davidson, Davis of Maryland, Davis of Mas- | 


sachusetts, Davis of lowa, Dawes, Dodd, Durfee, Edie, 
Fenton, Florence, Foley, Foster, Gillis, Gilman, Gilmer, 
Gooch , Goodwin, Granger, Grow, Hatch, Hawkins, Hoard, 
Horton, Howard, Kellogg. Keliy, Kelsey, Kilgore, Knapp, 
Lamar, Leiter, Lovejoy, Maclay, Samuel 3. Marshall, Mat- 


| teson, Maynard, Morgan, Morrill, Edward Joy Morris, Isaac 


N. Morris, Freeman H. Morse, Oliver A. Morse, Mott, Mur- 
ray, Niblack, Palmer, Parker, Peuit, William W. Phelps, 
Pike, Potter, Pottle, Ready, Reilly, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rob- 
erts, Royce, Russell, Sandidge, Searing. Seward, Aaron 
Shaw, John Sherman, Judson W. Sherman, Singleton, 
Robert Smith, Spinner, Stanton, Stephens, William Stew- 
art, Tappan, Thayer, Thompson, Tompkins, Trippe, Un- 
derwood, Wade, Walbridge, Walton, Ward, Cadwalader 
C. Washburn, Ellibu B. Washburne, Israel Washburn, 
White, Wilson, Winslow, Wood, Woodson, Augustus R. 
Wright, and Zollicoffer—119. 

NAYS—Messrs. Atkins, Avery, Boyce, Branch, John B. 


Clark, Clemens, Cobb, Coekerill, Crawford, Curry, Davis | 
| of Indiana, Dowdell, Edinundson, Garnett, Gartrel!, Goode, 


Greenwood, Gregg, Lawrence W. Hall, Harlan, Hopkins, 


Houston, Hughes, Huyler, Jackson, Jewett, George W. | 
Joues, J. Glaney Jones, Lawrence, Letcher, McQueen, | 
Mason, Miller, Millson, Moore, Peyion, John 8. Phelps, 


Quitman, Reagan, Ruffin, Scales, Henry M. Shaw, William 
Smith, Stallworth, Miles Taylor, Vallandigham, Waldron, 
Watkins, and John V. Wright—49. 
So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
The bill was then read the third time, and 
passed. 


JAMES FUGATE., 


House bill (No. 462) granting an invalid pen- || 


sion to James Fugate, of Missouri, reported yes- 
terday from a'Committee of the Whole House, 
upon which a separate vote was asked, was next 
taken up for consideration. 

Mr. JEWETT. I simply desire to say that I 
think that bill ought to pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed, and read 
a third time; and, being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time. 

r. LETCHER. 

reported that bill ought to explain it. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri. Let the bill and | 


report be read, 
he bill and report were read. 

The bill was then passed. 

Mr. BLAIR moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved to lay 
the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


NGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


I think the gentleman who | 
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ELIZABETH M’' BRIER. 

A bill (H. R. No. 504) for the relief of Eliza- 
beth McBrier, surviving child and heir of Colone} 
Archibaid Loughery, deceased. 

The SPEAKER. That bill has been reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House, with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and, being engrossed, it was accord- ° 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. KELSEY moved to reconsider the vote 


just taken; and also moved to lay the motion to 


reconsider upon the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ADVLRSE REPORTS. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 162) upon the pe- 
tition of Arthur Edwards and others. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 170) in the case 
of John L. Worden. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 171) in the case 
of John H. Waggaman. 

The SPEAKER, These adverse reports were 
reported from a Committee of the Whole House, 
with the recommendation that they be referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 

The reports were referred accordingly. 


LOGAN HUNTON. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 174) in the case 
of Logan Hunton. 

[The SPEAKER. This report has been re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House, 
with the recommendation that the report of the 
Court of Claims be concurred in. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana. «I move that the 
bill be referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
clary. 

The motion was agreed to. 

JONAS P. LEVY. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 173) in the case 
of Jonas P. Levy. 

The SPEAKER. This report was reported 
from the Committee of the Whole House, with 
the recommendation that the report of the Court 
of Claims be concurred in. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I move that it be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


COURT OF CLAIMS ADVERSE REPORTS. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 159) upon the 
petition of Joseph Ratcliff. 
An adverse report (C. C. No. 160) upon the 


| petition of Oliver Dubois. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 164) upon the 
petition of A. O. P. Nicholson. 

An adverse report (C, C. No. 166) upon the 
petition of Joshua J. Guppy, judge of the county 


| court of Columbia county, Wisconsin, as trustee 


for the claimants and occupants of Portage City. 
An adverse report (C. C. No. 167) in the case 


| of Charles Wilkes. 


An adverse report (C. C. No. 1G@@) in the case 
of William Davenport. 

An adverse report (C. C. No. 169) in the case 
of William B. Fitzgerald. 

An adverse report (C. C. Ne. 172) in the case 
of John L. Wirt. 

The SPEAKER. These adverse reports from 
the Court of Claims have been reported from the 
Committee of the W hole House, with the recom- 


‘| mendation that they be concurred in. 


The reports were concurred in. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. CHAFFEE. I ask unanimous cdnsent to 
introduce the following resolution: 
Resolved, That the standing committees be called over 


| for reports of private bills, for reference only 3 and that to- 
|, day, in tae Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
|| Calendar, bills to which no objection shall be made shall be 


first considered and disposed of. 
_ Mr. KELSEY. I propose to offer the follow- 
ing as a substitute for the gentleman’s resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee of the Whole Houge to- 
day be instructed to take up the Private Calendar, and such 
bills as are net objected to shall be laid aside to be reported 


|| to the House; and in cases where objection is made, the 


opponents of the bill shall have five minutes’ time to state 


| as to. each bilf, and the friends of éach bill shall be 
| allowed five niinutes to answer such objections; and the 


vote shall then be taken on such bill and such amendments 
as may be proposed thereto. 


Mr. STANTON. I have a resolution which is 
similar to that of the gentleman from New York. 
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Instead of five minutes, it allows ten minutes for | 


explanation on bills objected to. 


The SPEAKER. Is there any objection to the || 


resolution of the gentleman from Massachusetts ? 

Mr. HUGHES. | want first to have read a 
resolution which I have drawn up. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. I prefer my own resolution, 
and would like it to be put to the vote of the 
House 

Mr. MILLSON. Has the proposition of the 
gentleman from New York been accepted by the 
gentleman from Massachusetts ? 

The SPEAKER. It was not. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I object to any 
such change of the rules as that proposed by the 
gentleman from New York. It would cut off de- 
bate. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. » I object to the res- 
olution of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CHAFFEE, | move to suspend the rules 
for the purpose of offering my resolution. 

Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. 1 suppose it is not 
in order to enter into debate; but I desire to say 
that I would like to see the resolution of the gen- 
tleman from New York passed. 

Mr. STANTON. That will come inasa sub- 
stitute. 

Mr. LETCHER. Will the gentleman from 
Massachusetts allow me to make a suggestion? I 
see, by the terms of the resolution, that all bills 
reported from committees are to be referred, al- 
though there may be no objection to them in the 
mind ofany member. Why should that courSe 
be adopted? Those bills are of as much interest 
as others; many ofthem are Senate bills, to which 
there will be no objection. Ido not see why they 
should be placed upon the Calander while it is 
agreeable to the House to pass them. 

Mr. CHAFFEE. My object was not to give 
bills coming in to-day precedence of business al- 
ready on the Calendar. 

Mr. GROW. I suggest that bills from the 
Court of Claims ought to have precedence. 

The question was taken; aad, on division, there 
were—ayes 112, noes 35. 

So (more than two thirds voting in favor there- 
of) the rules were suspended, and Mr. Cuarree’s 
resolution received. 

Mr. CHAFFEE demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

‘The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. STANTON. Now, as we cannot have an 
opportunity to vote upon a substitute, I call the 
yeas and nays upon ordering the main question. | 

Mr. KELSEY. | ask for tellers upon the yeas | 
and nays. | 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The main question was then ordered to be put; 
and under the operation thereof, the resolution 
was agreed to. 

Mr. RITCHIE moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was agreed to; and also 
moved to lagthe motion to reconsider on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER then commenced the call of 
committees for reports of a private nature, com- 
mencing with the Committee of Elections. 


JOHN WOOD AND OTHERS. 


Mr. PHELPS, of Missouri, from the Com- 
mittee of Ways.and Means, to which was re- 
ferred the petition of John Wood and Benjamin | 
T. Rilley, reported it back, and asked that the | 
committee be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the same, and that it be laid on the table. 

lt was so ordered. 


APPRAISERS IN CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. J. GLANCY JONES, from the same com- 
mittee, to which was referred the petition of the | 
appraisers inthe Charleston custom-house, asked | 
that the committee be discharged from the same, | 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Com- | 
merece. 

it was so ordered. 

CALEB SHERMAN. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. I am instructed by the | 
Committee of Ways and Means to report back | 
Senate bill (No. 338) for the relief of Caleb Sher- | 


| 


man, and to.ask thatthe bill be put upon its pas- | 
sage. It appropriates no money whatever. 

The bill was read. It directs the proper ac- 
counting officers of the Treasury, in settling the 


_-THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


'| New York; and I ask that it be put upon its pas- 


|| ing report, ordered to be printed. 


May 29, 


accounts of Caleb Sherman, collector at Paso del || committee, reported back, with an amendment in 
Norte, to allow to his credit $975 60, the amount || the nature of a substitute, bill (C. C. No. 24) for 
of Government money of which he was robbed on || the relief of Cornelius Boyle, administrator of 
the 6th of November, 1855. John Boyle, deceased; which was referred to a 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and || Committee of the Whole House, and, with the 


was accordingly read the third time, and passed. || accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 
SMITH, PERKINS, AND SMITH. JAMES HUGO. 

Mr. LETCHER. I am instructed by the Com- Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the same 
mittee of Ways and Means to report back Senate || Committee, made an adverse report upon the me- 
bill for the relief of Elijah F. Smith, Gilman H, || morial of James Hugo; which was laid on the ta- 
| Perkins, and Charles F. Smith, of Rochester, || ble, and the report ordered to be printed. 

FREDERICK ZARRACHER, 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the same 
committee, made an adverse report upon the me- 
morial of Frederick Zarracher; which was laid 
on the table, and the report ordered to be printed, 

















| sage. It seems that the firm in Rochester, for 
whose relief the billis, purchased of Sturges, Ben- 
nett & Co., one hundred bags of coffee, which 
were in bond in Boston, and executed the usual 
bond for the payment of the duty. But by mis- 
| take the coffee was sent on to oe York, and H. A. CLOPPER. 
| delivered to Redfield & Co., who forwarded it to Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the same 
| Albany. The parties, when they heard of it, trans- || committee, made an adverse report upon the me- 
| ported it back to New York, and asked to have || morial of H. A. Clopper; which was laid on the 
it rewarehoused; but in the mean time the bond || table, and the report ordered to be printed. 
executed at Boston had come to maturity, and the WILLIAM P. BOWBAY. 


collector refused to receive the coffee, and exacted ie 

one hundred per cent. penalty on the amount of | see oe oes from hed mame 
duty. The simple object of this bill is 4o author- |) );. 1, p ee and mapeed iaitin coe, 
: -. : : . : a» ’ ittee 
ize the refunding of this one hundred per cent. | be discharged from the same, and that it be re. 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and 1 . ; 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. | wl Shenae Affairs, 


Mr. MORGAN moved to reconsider the vote 
P. S. DUVALL AND CO. 


by which the bill was passed; and also moved to | 
lay the motion to reconsider upon the table, Mr. DAVIDSON, from the same committee, 
he latter motion was agreed to. reported back Senate bill (No. 331) for the relief 
of P. S. Duvall & Co., with an adverse report 





J. W. COCHRAN. : . 

Mr. HOWARD, from the same committee, re- || thereon. The bill was referred to a Committee of 

| ported adversely on the petition of J. W. Coch- ee and, with the report, ordered 
ran; which was laid upon the table. ko be printes. 


MARY PETERY. 


JOHN GRAYSON. 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Lilinois, from the Com- | Mr. ees from the ‘same committee, 
mittee of Claims, reported back, with a recom- the vols f of wr joint resolution (No. 38) for 
mendation that it do pass, Senate bill (No. 173) | the relief of John Grayson, and asked that it be 
| for the relief of Mary Petery; which was referred Por he hein oe biecti ev: : 
| to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with || rere being no objection, the joint resolution 


. : || was read. 
> r Yr ted. | . 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed It appropriates $526 19°to refund money ad- 
BERNARD M. BYRNE. vanced upon the certificate of the Commissicner 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the same || of Pensions, 


committee, reported back, witharecommendation || The joint resolution was ordered to a third 

that it do pass, Senate bill (No. 282) for the re- || reading; and was accordingly read the third time, 

lief of Bernard M. Byrne; which was referred to | and passed. 

a Committee of the Whole House, and, with the || Mr. DAVIDSON moved that the vote by which 

accompanying report, ordered to be printed. the joint resolution was passed be reconsidered; 
RICHARD FITZPATRICK. and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the same || On the table. ito 
committee, reported back, with a recommendation as . 
that it do pass, Senate bill (C. C. No. 393) for the STEPHEN R. ROWAN. 
relief of Richard Fitzpatrick; which was referred Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana, from the same 
to a Committee of the Whole House, and, with || committee, reported back Senate bill (No. 330) 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. || for the relief of Stephen R. Rowan. 
CHARNER T. SCAIFE eae of may we I ask the con- 
; s || sentoft se to i its ps e. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the same || [¢ adhelr he eenesreidies of See ant i ie 
committee, reported back, witha recommendation || jmportant that itshould pass atthis time, in order 
that it do pass, Senate bill (C.C. No. 183) for the || that the person for whose benefit it is intended 
relief of Charner T. Scaife, administrator of Gil- || may receive the advantage of it. It is to relieve 
bert Stalker; which was referred to a Committee || q jadgment against him. 
of the Whole House, and, with the accompany- | “No objection being made, the bill was read. 
It provides that Stephen R. Rowan shall be re- 
FRANKLIN PEALE. leased from the judgment entered against him in 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the same || the district court of the United States for the dis- 
committee, reported back, with a recommendation || trict of Illinois, upon the paymentof costs. 
that it do pass, Senate bill (No. 293) for the relief |, ‘The bill was erdered to a third reading; avd 
of Franklin Peale; which was referred toa Com- || was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
mittee of the Whole House, and, with the accom- || . Mr. TAYLOR, of Louisiana, moved to recon- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. sider the vote by which the bill was passed; and 
; ELIZA E. OGDEN. also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 


Mr. MARSHALL, of Hlinois, from the same || "the fatey motion was keraill te 
committee, reported back, with a recommendation 
that i do pees, A re (H. R. Io, B68) Yor me eT ae eed aa - NILES. ee 
ief of Eliza E. Ogden; which was referred to a r. » from the same committee, re- 
Committee of the Whole House, and, with the a back Senate bill (No. 131) for the relief of 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. ay ay ae - rn ton ep 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. ede a ee _— 


ordered to be printed. 
On motion of Mr. MARSHALL, of Hinois, 6 naw sia tne 
dered, That sol of Claims be discharge ‘ 
gum the Southint cobeidoration of the memorial sfeeme K. || Mr, MOORE, from the same committee, re- 
McGunnegle, and the memorial of George M. Weston ; and || ported back Senate bill (No. 284) for the relief 
that the same be referred to the Committee on Military Af- || of C, Edward Habicht, administrator of J. W. P 
tales. Lewis; which was referred to a Committee of the 
Whole House, and, with the report, ordered to 


be printed. 














CORNELIUS BOYLE. 
Mr. MARSHALL, of Illinois, from the same 
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